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RESPONSES TO FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONS FOR THE WRITTEN RECORD 
TO CLIFFORD J. WHITE 111, DIRECTOR OF THE 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR UNITED STATES TRUSTEES 

HOUSE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON COMMERCIAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE LAW 

"Oversight Hearing on the Reauthorization of the Department of Justice, 
Executive Office for United States Trustees" 

April 26,2006 

QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY THE HONORABLE CHRIS CANNON 

IN GENERAL 

1. Effective April 30,2005, Lawrence Friedman resigned his position as Director of the 
Executive Office for United States Trustees. It is now more than one year later and 
this position has yet to be filled. Why has no one yet been named to be the 
permanent Director of the Program? 

The Attorney General appoints the Director of the Executive Office for U.S. Trustees. I 
became Acting Director of the Executive Office upon the departure of Lawrence Friedman on 
May 1,2005, and exercise the full authority of the position. The Department cannot comment on 
specific personnel decisions . 

2. Historically, the Program was headed by a Director and a Deputy Director. I t  now 
appears that, in addition to these two positions, the Program is also headed by a 
"Principal Deputy Director." 

When was this position created? 

The organization chart creating a Principal Deputy Director for the United States Trustee 
Program was approved by the Attorney General on May 14, 2002. 

What is the difference between a "Principal Deputy Director" and a "Deputy 
Director"? 

As noted in the reorganization proposal submitted to the Department on March 13, 2002, 
the Principal Deputy Director has responsibility for overseeing the activities of the 95 United 
States Trustee field offices, as well as the Program's administrative functions. The Deputy 
Director position has responsibility for overseeing the offices of the General Counsel, Review 
and Oversight, and Research and Planning in the Executive Office, as well as coordinating and 



implementing the Program's high profile initiatives, facilitating the agency's ability to keep pace 
with the historically high caseload, and preparing for implementation of bankruptcy reform. 

Why is the additional Deputy position necessary? 

The second Deputy Director position was created in 2002 to permit the Principal Deputy 
Director to focus greater attention on the operations of the Program's 95 field offices. The 
reorganization occurred as the Program was shifting its focus to combating fraud and abuse in 
the bankruptcy system through its national civil enforcement initiative and developing local civil 
enforcement strategies. The reorganization permits the Principal Deputy Director to work more 
closely with the 2 1 United States Trustees by providing assistance in the development of regional 
management and enforcement plans; ensuring that the Program's major initiatives and policy 
direction are implemented locally; and assessing and evaluating field activities by the standards 
established under the Government Performance and Results Act. 

What are the salaries respectively paid to the Director, Principal Deputy Director, 
and Deputy Director? 

The Director, Principal Deputy Director, and Deputy Director positions at the Executive 
Office are classified as positions within the Senior Executive Service (SES). Effective January 
2006, the rates of basic pay for members of the SES in agencies with a certified SES 
Performance Appraisal System range from a minimum of $109,808 to a maximum of $165,200. 

3. How many detailees within the Program were utilized in 2005? For what 
expenditures are detailees reimbursed when on detail? Please provide a breakdown 
of these expenditures. 

The Program utilizes detailees in a variety of ways to staff its offices and to perform 
critical functions. The length of time for a detail can vary from several days to several weeks or 
months. 

Detailees were utilized extensively in the implementation of the Bankruptcy 
Abuse Prevention and Consumer Protection Act of 2005 (BAPCPA) to develop 
policies and procedures, train field office staff, and review applications of credit 
counseling and debtor education providers. With just six months between the 
passage of the BAPCPA and the effective date of the majority of its provisions, 
time was of the essence and, absent immediate funding to staff the Program's new 
functions, detailees solved workload issues and enabled a seamless integration 
between the Program's regions and its headquarters in the area of policy 
development. Since the effective date of BAPCPA, detailees continue to be 
utilized to staff the Credit Counseling/Debtor Education Unit until permanent 
staff can be hired. Without the commitment of the staff detailed to that unit, the 
Program would not be able to carry out its new responsibilities. 



Because of the relatively small size of most Program offices and regions, details 
are often used to provide temporary expertise and assistance to individual regions 
and offices. For example, when Region 13 (Kansas City) had a large, difficult 
chapter 1 1 case filed in 2005, an Assistant U.S. Trustee with extensive experience 
in handling such cases was dispatched from Brooklyn to assist with important 
aspects of the case. When field offices have critical vacancies (e.g., due to a 
resignation, a retirement, or an illness), the Executive Office coordinates detailees 
from other field offices to handle the staffing exigency. 

At the Executive Office, the Program has used details to fill vacant leadership and 
senior staff positions. Bringing talented field personnel to the Executive Office 
on a rotational basis and utilizing those talents to lead key offices, including the 
Office of General Counsel, the Office of Review and Oversight, and other senior 
management positions, brings a practical legal perspective to the Program's 
headquarters operations and provides leadership development opportunities for 
talented field personnel. 

During FY 2005, the Executive Office coordinated 112 temporary duty travel (TDY) 
details for the purposes identified above, as well as three Extended TDY assignments in 
Washington, D.C. Detailees are reimbursed for their expenses in accordance with General 
Services Administration and Department of Justice travel regulations and policies. This includes 
reimbursement for transportation, lodging, and meals and incidental expenses (M&IE) at the 
applicable government rates. For those employees on Extended TDY assignments, the Program 
contracts for lodging and reimburses M&IE expenses at a reduced rate. Costs are limited to no 
more than 75 percent of the TDY government rate. 

4. What is the cost of publication of the Program's Annual Report of Significant 
Accomplishments? Do other Justice Department components publish similar 
reports? If so, please identify these components. 

The cost of publishing 6,000 copies of the FY 2004 Annual Report was $32,304.37. The 
Program's report was published through the Government Printing Office, which charged its 
standard rates for in-house design services and obtained publishing services through competitive 
bidding. The Program does not have information regarding the publications of other components 
of the Department of Justice. 

5. The FY 2006 budget request exceeded the prior year's request by $11.8 million. A 
substantial portion of that increase was for an item denominated "GSA Rent" in the 
amount of $6.411 million. The FY 2007 budget request with respect to GSA Rent 
reflects an increase of only $1.267 million. Please explain the difference between 
these two requests. 

The U.S. Trustee Program operates in 21 regions with 95 offices nationwide and an 
Executive Office in Washington, D.C. The GSA rent estimate includes the cost of the Program's 
office space, as well as costs associated with the rental of approximately 160 administrative 



hearing rooms where section 341 statutorily-mandated meetings of debtors and creditors are 
held. In recent years, the Program has had to expand both the size and the number of 
administrative hearing rooms paid for through GSA rent, as bankruptcy filings have grown and 
the ability to find free space for section 341 meetings has declined. 

The rent estimates included in the FY 2006 and FY 2007 budget requests were developed 
using the Department of Justice's FIRM system. In calculating the annual rent estimates, 
inflationary factors are applied to the various components of the rent, e.g., office rent, leased 
parking, contract parking, basic security, building-specific security, and the National Capitol 
Region surcharge rate, which includes projected tax escalation costs that are borne by tenants. 
The annual rent estimates also factor in the number of anticipated lease expirations for both 
offices and administrative hearing rooms; projected required moves to federal buildings or 
courthouses; projected office expansions and the acquisition of new administrative hearing 
rooms, including the dates that such moves and expansions will occur; and the annualization 
costs for moves/expansions that occurred in the previous fiscal year. For FY 2006 and FY 2007, 
the Program estimated that lease expirations would generally increase the annual rent of a 
particular office property by approximately 30 percent and of a meeting room by approximately 
15 percent. Because the rent estimates are dependent on all of the factors listed above, they vary 
from year to year. 

The Program believes that the rent estimates included in its FY 2006 and FY 2007 budget 
requests may be overstated. This occurs because occupancy dates slip from the projections that 
are included in the initial budget presentation that is developed nearly two years in advance, the 
costs of new leases come in below the estimates, and general escalation factors are not applied 
consistently nationwide. The Program is working to refine its rent estimates. Based on updated 
data, the Program believes that more realistic rent estimates for FY 2006 and FY 2007 are 
$24,897,024 and $28,03 1,443, respectively. The Department has recently deployed a new rent 
system that will assist components in better estimating annual rent costs, and the Program's 
Facilities Management Staff and Budget Staff are working together to monitor actual rent 
increases to develop a more accurate method of projecting the costs of new rental properties. 

6 .  What is the current annual rent for the Program's headquarters in Washington, 
DC? What is the rental rate based on the square footage of these premises? What 
was the annual rent for the Program's previous headquarters in Washington, DC, 
for the last year that it occupied those premises? What was the rental rate based on 
the square footage of the previous premises? 

The FY 2006 annual rent for office space (45,300 rentable square feet) at the Program's 
headquarters building at 20 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., in Washington, D.C., is projected to 
be $1,976,784, a rate of $37.41 per square foot. This annual projection is based on six months of 
actual billings from the General Services Administration. In addition to the square footage 
charges, the projection includes the National Capitol Region rate for tax escalation and operating 
expenses. It does not include parking charges. Since the enactment of the BAPCPA, the 
Program has also acquired office space at 1301 New York Avenue, N.W., to house its 



information technology contractors and at 800 North Capitol Street, NW, for its facilities and 
administrative services staffs. 

The annual rent for office space (30,354 rentable square feet) at the Program's previous 
headquarters at 901 E Street, NW, was $1,654,016 during FY 2002 (the last full year the space 
was occupied), including the National Capitol Region rate for tax escalation and operating 
expenses. The rent did not include parking charges. The Program paid $38.09 per square foot 
for the first two months of FY 2002 and $52.77 per square foot for the remaining 10 months of 
the fiscal year. The reason for the variation in the square footage rate was that the Program's 
lease expired in November 2001, and the Program was subject to new higher rates for the 
majority of the fiscal year. 

The Program's relocation to 20 Massachusetts Avenue, NW, was part of a Department of 
Justice proposed consolidation of agencies that resulted in lower rent per square foot and a more 
secure environment for DOJ employees. The relocation proposal was submitted to and approved 
by the Appropriations Committees of the Congress in accordance with section 605 of the annual 
Appropriations Act. 

FERRETING OUT FRAUD AND ABUSE 

1 .  Will the Program's refocused emphasis on dismissing chapter 7 cases for substantial 
abuse take resources away from other Program priorities, such as detecting 
criminal fraud and abuse? 

The detection and referral of criminal fraud and abuse remains a key component of the 
Program's efforts to promote the integrity of the bankruptcy system. In fact, in recent years, the 
Program's work in this regard has been steadily enhanced by the Criminal Enforcement Unit 
(CREU), which was established in 2003 to coordinate the criminal referral responsibilities 
carried out by our 95 field offices and to directly assist prosecutors in pursuing bankruptcy 
crimes. CREU comprises four veteran federal prosecutors and a long-standing Program attorney. 

The unit has made a marked difference in the quality of our criminal program by 
providing extensive training, developing resource materials, and enhancing coordination between 
agencies. Over the past year, CREU has been involved in more than 50 training programs that 
have reached approximately 1,500 people, including Program personnel, private trustees, 
prosecutors, and federal law enforcement agents. In addition, there are approximately 25 
Program lawyers presently serving as Special Assistant United States Attorneys, who are 
available to assist in the investigation and prosecution of bankruptcy fraud crimes. All of these 
criminal enforcement enhancements have occurred simultaneously with the Program's increased 
civil enforcement efforts. 



2. How many section 727 objections to discharge were filed last year? What were the 
outcomes of each objection? 

In FY 2005, the Program filed 1,301 complaints objecting to discharge. As of March 31, 
2006, 1,014 had been decided by judicial resolution and the Program was successful in obtaining 
a denial of discharge in 99.4 percent of those cases. Of the remaining 287 complaints filed, 184 
are pending and 103 were withdrawn. A withdrawal is appropriate when information received 
after the complaint is filed persuades the United States Trustee that the denial of the debtor's 
discharge should not be pursued. 

3. According to your written testimony, the Program made 744 criminal referrals 
during FY 2005. What was the outcome of those referrals? How many of those 
referrals were prosecuted? What were the outcomes of those prosecutions? For FY 
2004, the Program "reported approximately 528 criminal referrals." What were the 
outcomes of those referrals? Why did the number of referrals made between FY 
2004 and FY 2005 increase by more than 40 percent? 

The chart below is based upon Program records and provides the outcome data for the 
744 bankruptcy-related criminal referrals made by the Program in FY 2005. As of May 2006, 
the data reflects that 53 referrals from FY 2005 have resulted in formal criminal charges being 
brought, 25 of which have not yet been resolved by plea, trial, or other disposition. 

I Prosecution Declined by U.S. Attorney's Office I 25 1 I 
OUTCOME/DISPOSITION OF PY 2005 REFERRALS 

1 Adrninistrativelv Closed 1 3 I 

NUMBER OF CASES 

With Investigative Agency 

Under Review in U.S. Attorney's Office 

I - At least one guilty plea or conviction I 2 5 I 

49 

388 

Formal Charges Filed (Case Still Active) 

Formal Charges Filed (Case Closed) 

I - At least onepre-trial diversion I 2 I 

2 5 

28 * 

- At least one acquittal 

* One case had more than one defendant and thus more than one outcome. 

0 

- At least one dismissal 
I 

2 



Prior to FY 2005, the Program did not have a comprehensive database for collecting the 
full range of data related to its criminal referrals. Effective in FY 2005, however, all 95 USTP 
offices began reporting criminal referral information using a new Criminal Enforcement 
Tracking System (CETS). CETS provides comprehensive data and allows for the analysis of 
criminal referral activity, including disposition information, in a more reliable and accessible 
electronic format. With the implementation of CETS, criminal referrals reported for FY 2005 
will serve as the benchmark for all subsequent reporting years. 

As suggested above, the Program does not have complete and reliable information on 
criminal referrals and, in particular, their outcomes prior to FY 2005. Current FY 2004 data 
indicates that 660 referrals, not 528 as reported in the Program's budget document, were made. 
The difference in the number of referrals is attributable to a combination of data "scrubbed" as 
part of the Program's implementation of the CETS system and a review of other databases. 
Using the updated number, there was a 12 percent increase in referrals between FY 2004 and FY 
2005, which indicates that the work the Criminal Enforcement Unit has been doing to improve 
the quality of our criminal program is providing dividends. Though not complete, available 
records indicate that convictions or guilty pleas have been obtained in at least 45 of the FY 2004 
referrals, and there are at least 20 cases still pending with charges filed. 

4. Section 1519 of title 18 of the United States Code was enacted pursuant to the 
Sarbanes Oxley Act of 2002. This provision, as you know, prohibits the destruction 
or falsification of records in bankruptcy cases and federal investigations. Has the 
Program made any criminal referrals in connection with section 1519? 

Since the enactment of 18 U.S.C. 4 1519 in July 2002, the Program has made 
approximately 34 criminal referrals containing allegations relating to section 15 19. 

CREDIT COUNSELING 

1. In light of concerns about the caliber of certain entities that provide credit 
counseling services, how has the Program ensured that only fully qualified 
providers will be approved by the Program? 

Given the troubled history of the credit counseling industry, the Program has taken very 
seriously its responsibility to ensure that only qualified agencies are approved to provide pre- 
bankruptcy credit counseling services. This new responsibility presented a unique challenge 
since credit counseling was an area in which the Program had no experience or expertise . 

In consultation with other government agencies and interested parties, the Program 
developed an application designed to gather information necessary to ensure that applicants met 
statutory standards and to assist in the identification of potential problems areas. Applications 
and re-applications are carefully reviewed to exclude unscrupulous providers. For example, 
applications are reviewed to ensure that: 



Each organization displays elements of quality service, operates as a nonprofit, 
and has an independent board of directors. 

Counselors have appropriate credentials (e.g., training, experience, certifications). 

Sessions are of adequate length; there is an opportunity for the consumer to 
interact with a counselor; and the counseling session script covers specific topics 
(i.e., analysis of financial condition, repayment without re-amortization of debt, 
budgeting, and a discussion of alternatives to bankruptcy). 

Further, information on corporate status, bonds, and service agreements is independently 
verified. As a result of our scrutiny, about 200 applications have been either denied for failure to 
meet minimum requirements or have been withdrawn after further inquiry. Denials have been 
based on reasons such as: 

Failure to produce documents in connection with an IRS audit. 

Lack of an independent board, e.g., relatives and employees are a majority of the 
board. 

Inappropriate tie-ins between the agency and a profit-making enterprise (personal 
enrichment), e.g., requiring debtors to obtain a credit report through a service 
owned by the principal of the agency; use of vendors controlled by principals; and 
referrals to a debt management plan controlled by a principal. 

Monitoring of agencies continues after approval. Complaints received against an 
approved agency are investigated to ensure that consumers are treated properly and that agencies 
comply with statutory requirements. Further, the Program is in the final stages of development 
of a protocol for Quality of Service Reviews, in which approved agencies will undergo a review 
of their financial practices and the quality of their counseling sessions. That protocol has been 
developed in coordination with the Internal Revenue Service and the Federal Trade Commission, 
and they are also assisting in further refining the application process. 

We are building knowledge to continue to improve our capabilities to perform these new 
responsibilities. We are pleased with our progress thus far, and have been commended by 
consumer groups for the care we have taken in not approving unscrupulous providers. 

2. Has the Program issued any guidelines to credit counseling agencies regarding 
whether their fees should be reduced or waived for an indigent debtor? 

The BAPCPA requires agencies to offer services regardless of an ability to pay. 
However, unlike the legislation's in forma pauperis provision on filing fees in bankruptcy cases, 
there are no specific criteria set forth for fee waivers by credit counseling agencies. The 
Program has advised agencies both by email and in a Frequently Asked Question posted on our 



Internet site that they must disclose at the beginning of a counseling session that there is an 
opportunity for a waiver of fees for qualified individuals. 

Fee schedules are reviewed as part of the Program's application approval process and 
may be an area of inquiry if they appear unreasonable. When complaints are received regarding 
an agency's refusal to waive a fee in an appropriate case, the Program investigates the matter. 
Agencies generally have cooperated in resolving these complaint investigations. 

The Program is now collecting information from approved providers upon re-application 
with regard to how many sessions were provided free of charge or at a reduced fee. In addition, 
as part of the post-approval audit process, the practices of agencies with respect to fee waivers 
will be reviewed. Finally, this issue will be considered as we undertake APA rulemaking with 
notice and public comment later this year. 

3. Does the fee-waiver provision present the possibility that credit counseling agencies 
will be forced to render services below cost? 

Agencies assert that the fee waiver provisions are forcing them to render services below 
cost. The Program does not maintain data on an agency's actual cost of providing services. 

4. Is Internet counseling sufficiently adequate to educate consumers? 

The law clearly provides that an approved method of delivery for credit counseling may 
include a briefing conducted on the Internet. The Program has established special requirements 
an agency must meet to be approved to offer Internet counseling. These requirements include 
verification procedures to ensure that the proper individual is receiving counseling and a 
commitment from the agency that there will be some degree of direct interaction with the client, 
such as a follow up phone call, contemporaneous email, or instant messaging, to ensure the 
counseling was understood. The Program is also investigating the feasibility of conducting a 
study on the effectiveness of Internet counseling. 

5 .  Has the Program assessed the respective benefits and detriments of Internet, 
telephone, and in-person counseling? 

The Program has not assessed the relative merits of each of these methods of delivery of 
credit counseling services, although data is being collected as part of the re-application process 
on the number of sessions conducted in person, over the telephone, or on the Internet. The 
Program is proceeding with the Congressionally mandated study of debtor education, which will 
explore each method of delivery. 

6. Apparently, attorneys for debtors in certain instances pay the counseling fee on 
behalf of their clients directly to the credit counseling agencies. Does the Program 
view this as being problematic? What issues or concerns, if any, does this practice 
present? What guidance, if any, has the Program provided regarding this practice 
to credit counseling agencies? 



Unlike in 1 1 U.S.C. 5 1 10 with regard to petition preparers and the collection of filing 
fees, the statute does not expressly prohibit such an arrangement between attorneys and credit 
counseling agencies. The Program has posted on its Internet site a Frequently Asked Question 
(FAQ) with respect to the issue of payment by third parties for counseling sessions. This FAQ 
states that the Program does not object to payments for credit counseling services being made by 
a person other than the consumer, so long as such payments are reasonable and comply with 
applicable laws, regulations, and ethical requirements. This position assumes that payments are 
fully disclosed, do not jeopardize the non-profit status of the credit counseling agency, and do 
not adversely affect the quality of the counseling services rendered. 

The Program is, of course, concerned about any activity that may improperly influence a 
credit counseling session or an agency. Though we have received anecdotal information about 
debtors' counsel referring debtors to providers who issue certificates without providing adequate 
counseling on non-bankruptcy alternatives, no specific complaints that can be ihvestigated have 
been received. We are attuned to the situation, however, and are taking steps to address this area 
of concern. First, the revised application for credit counseling agencies elicits information 
regarding whether a provider receives substantial referrals from a single source. We will also 
scrutinize such relationships in the post-approval audit process, and will thoroughly investigate 
specific allegations of inappropriate relationships between agencies and refening parties. 
Additionally, although there may be some question as to our authority to make aper  se 
prohibition against referrals, we will consider this issue as we undertake APA rulemaking with 
notice and public comment later this year in an effort to glean information about conduct that 
should be prohibited to minimize the chance of abuse. For example, some have suggested 
prohibiting debtors from using their lawyer's computer terminal for Internet counseling. 

DEBTOR EDUCATION 

1. Section 105 of the Bankruptcy Reform Act requires the Program to test the 
effectiveness of financial management training curriculum for an 18-month period 
beginning not later than 270 days after the Act's date of enactment. What is the 
status of this evaluation? What are the six districts that have been selected for the 
evaluation? Has the Program developed the required curriculum? As required by 
the Act, has the Program consulted with a wide range of experts in the field of 
debtor education? 

The Program contracted with Educational Development Center and convened a group of 
experts in 2005, including representatives from other government agencies, the credit counseling 
industry, educational advocacy groups, universities, the bankruptcy bench, and private trustee 
organizations, to assist in the development of a model debtor education curriculum. That 
curriculum, which includes a student workbook, a facilitator's guide, and two educational videos, 
was pilot tested from January to March 2006, and it is now being used and evaluated in six 
judicial districts. Those districts are the Eastern District of Virginia, Western District of 
Virginia, Northern District of Illinois, Northern District of Texas, Eastern District of 
Washington, and the District of New Jersey. 



Abt Associates has been selected to conduct the independent evaluation of the model 
curriculum against two comparison curricula - one presented by the Trustees' Education 
Network (a non-profit organization of chapter 13 trustees) and one offered by a national non- 
profit personal financial management course provider. A standard student evaluation form has 
been developed and is being administered by Abt to debtors attending the three test programs 
offered in the six judicial districts. We anticipate that a large enough sample from each of these 
groups will be collected by the end of calendar year 2006 to be able to draw some conclusions as 
to effectiveness. 

2. What is your response to the following statement from the National Association of 
Chapter 13 Trustees? 

The National Association of Chapter 13 Trustees [sic] spent a 
long and arduous effort to develop a curriculum covering 
education for chapter 13 debtors. Establishing a non-profit 
organization, created by trustees to provide this education 
program was a mission of the trustees and led to the 
establishment of the Trustee's Education Network (TEN). 
With a permanent director, the EOUST was integral in 
incorporating trustee involvement in the development of the 
curriculum for this program and encouraging its use by 
trustees. No effort has been made by the EOUST to further 
this process. 

The Trustees' Education Network (TEN) is a non-profit corporation which develops and 
delivers financial education courses to chapter 13 debtors. TEN was formed by chapter 13 
trustees in 1998, and a majority of its board consists of trustees appointed by the National 
Association of Chapter 13 Trustees (NACTT). 

The Program has supported debtor education in chapter 13 for many years, and that 
support continues under the current Acting Director. With the passage of the new debtor 
education requirement, the Program has strongly encouraged chapter 13 trustees to apply for 
approval as providers of instructional courses in financial management. To date, all 76 chapter 
13 trustees who have applied have been approved, and the majority of those trustees contract 
with TEN to provide the course. Additionally, the Program consulted with TEN on the 
development of our statutorily mandated debtor education curriculum, and it is one of the three 
courses included in the Program's evaluation of the effectiveness of consumer education 
programs. 

The Program has an active liaison process with the NACTT and has closely collaborated 
on matters of mutual interest, including debtor education, for many years. The NACTT has not 
raised a concern with us about the Program's support of TEN. 



CHAPTER 11 BUSINESS CASES 

1. With respect to chapter 11 cases, how many site visits were conducted last year? 
What were the outcomes of these visits? 

The Program does not collect data on the number of site visits in chapter 11 cases. While 
visits of debtors' businesses have been conducted by United States Trustees in the past, until the 
BAPCPA became effective on October 17,2005, debtors had no obligation to permit such visits. 
Now, small business debtors must allow United States Trustees to inspect their business 
premises, books, and records. Furthermore, United States Trustees are expressly authorized to 
make such site visits in small business cases when they determine it is appropriate and advisable. 

While bankruptcy case filings have generally been down since the effective date of the 
BAPCPA, we anticipate that as small business filings occur our offices will take appropriate 
advantage of their right to make site visits to aid in their oversight of such debtors. The United 
States Trustees conduct initial debtor interviews in all small business cases. At the interview, 
which is usually held at the office of the United States Trustee, debtors are required to produce 
tax returns and other books and records as requested by the United States Trustee. Failure by a 
debtor to cooperate during the initial debtor interview or to produce requested books and records, 
or any other conduct or information that raises the suspicion of the United States Trustee, may 
trigger a site visit. 

2. In 2002, the President issued an executive order creating the President's Corporate 
Fraud Task Force. What role, if any, does the Program play in connection with this 
Task Force? 

The Program works through the Office of the Deputy Attorney General on matters 
involving the Corporate Fraud Task Force. Among other things, the Program ensures that the 
Task Force is informed as appropriate on bankruptcy developments in cases involving criminal, 
securities, or other investigations under the purview of the Task Force. 

3. How does the Program interface with United States Attorneys in pursuing corporate 
fraud and criminal matters? 

The Program has extensive interaction with the various United States Attorneys' offices 
in combating bankruptcy fraud and abuse, including corporate fraud and other non-bankruptcy 
violations. In addition to the 744 criminal referrals made in FY 2005, the Program also assisted 
prosecutors and agents with over 300 bankruptcy-related investigations and prosecutions that 
were unconnected to our referrals. 

The majority of Program field offices participate in bankruptcy fraud working groups that 
are headed by United States Attorneys' offices and typically have members from the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, the U.S. Postal Inspection Service, the Internal Revenue Service's 
Criminal Investigation, the Department of Housing and Urban Development's Office of 
Inspector General, and other federal law enforcement agencies. Program personnel also work 



with Assistant U.S. Attorneys as members of the National Bankruptcy Fraud Working Group 
sponsored by the Department of Justice, and are regularly involved in national and local training 
programs on fraud. Moreover, the Program has approximately 25 attorneys serving as Special 
Assistant U.S. Attorneys to assist in the investigation and prosecution of bankruptcy crimes. 

To further solidify relationships with prosecutors and law enforcement, 18 U.S.C. $ 158, 
which was enacted as part of the BAPCPA, requires every United States Attorney office to 
designate a prosecutor and every FBI field office an agent who will assume primary 
responsibility for bankruptcy fraud cases. This provision has been fully effectuated and should 
serve to strengthen existing working groups by formalizing points of contact and provide a 
foundation for establishing working groups where currently none exist. 

QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY THE HONORABLE JERROLD NADLER 

CREDIT COUNSELING AND FINANCIAL MANA GEMENT TRAINING 

Under the provisions of BAPCPA, all individual debtors must participate in 
crediting counseling before filing a petition, and in a personal financial management class 
before being eligible for a discharge. We have received reports from more than on district 
that debtors who are Limited English Language Proficient (LEP) have been unable to 
obtain language appropriate counseling. More troubling, we understand that the Program 
has maintained the position that a LEP debtor is required to complete credit counseling 
under 11 U.S.C. 109(h), even if language appropriate counseling is not available in the 
district. In at least one instance, we understand that the Program is contesting a 
bankruptcy court's waiver of the counseling requirement given because the court found 
that credit counseling was not available to a debtor who could not speak English. We 
understand that the Program has pursued this action against a Creole speaking debtor 
even though the Program refused a request to provide an interpreter for the debtor. In re: 
Jean Raoul Petit-Louis (S.D. FL.)(2006). 

As you are no doubt aware, Congress specifically provided in BAPCPA that the 
required pre-petition counseling "shall not apply with respect to a debtor who resides in a 
district for which the United States trustee.. . determines that the approved nonprofit 
budget and credit counseling agencies for such district are not reasonably able to provide 
adequate services to the additional individuals who would otherwise seek credit counseling 
from such agencies . . .." 11 U.S.C. 109(h)(2)(A). 

1. What is the Program's policy with respect to the credit counseling and debtor 
education requirements as applied to LEP debtors? 

In general, all individuals who file for bankruptcy relief are required to obtain credit 
counseling from a United States Trustee-approved credit counseling agency prior to filing a 
petition, and all individual debtors filing under chapters 7 and 13 must participate in a debtor 
education course with an approved provider in order to receive a discharge of their debts in 
bankruptcy. There are narrowly-defined statutory exceptions to these requirements. Under 11 



U.S.C. $ 5  109(h)(2), 727(a)(1 I), and 1328(g)(2), the United States Trustee may determine that 
approved agencies are not reasonably able to provide adequate services to a district and may 
waive the credit counseling and debtor education requirements for all individuals who reside in 
that district. In addition, debtors who show that they are incapacitated, disabled, or on active 
military duty in a military combat zone may qualify under 11 U.S.C. 5 109(h)(4) for a complete 
waiver of the credit counseling and debtor education requirements. Finally, debtors may qualify 
for a deferral of the credit counseling requirement of up to 45 days after the filing of the 
bankruptcy petition if they demonstrate that exigent circumstances prevented them from 
obtaining the counseling prior to filing and that an approved agency could not provide 
counseling within five days of the debtor's first request for counseling. 11 U.S.C. 5 
109(h)(3)('4). 

In consideration of the importance of the credit counseling and debtor education 
requirements and the limited statutory exceptions to them, the Program has taken steps to expand 
the availability of counseling to prospective debtors, including individuals who have limited 
English proficiency (LEP). The Program has surveyed approved credit counseling agencies and 
debtor education providers to identify the types of language services that are available to LEP 
individuals, and this information is posted on the Program's Internet site. A number of the 
approved agencies and providers have taken steps to make their services available in languages 
other than English. The Program alsb encourages individuals to obtain interpreter assistance 
from relatives, friends, and community volunteers. The Program will continue to explore ways 
to expand the availability of non-English-speaking credit counseling agencies and debtor 
education providers. 

2. Is it the position of the Program that approved nonprofit budget and credit 
counseling agencies that are unable to provide language appropriate counseling are 
"reasonably able to provide adequate services to individuals who would otherwise 
seek credit counseling from such agencies . . ."? 

11 U.S.C. 5 109(h)(2)(A) states that the credit counseling requirement of (h)(l) does not 
apply "with respect to a debtor who resides in a district for which the United States Trustee . . . 
determines that the approved nonprofit budget and credit counseling agencies for such district 
are not reasonably able to provide adequate services . . ." (emphases added). The Program has 
interpreted this section to mean that the United States Trustee may not waive credit counseling 
for particular individuals; a waiver may only be granted for an entire district if the credit 
counseling agencies are unable to provide adequate services to the district as a whole. 

When making a determination under section 109(h)(2), the United States Trustee must 
look to the provisions in section 11 1 that set forth certain minimum qualifications that an agency 
must satisfy. These minimum qualifications do not include the capacity to offer services in any 
particular language. 



3. What steps has the program taken to ensure that these required services are 
available to LEP debtors? 

In order to facilitate matching consumers with approved providers that offer language 
services, the Program recently compiled data on additional languages offered by every credit 
counseling agency and posted the information on its Internet site. The Program also permits 
individuals with limited English proficiency to have relatives, friends, and community volunteers 
act as interpreters. 

4. How many budget and credit counseling agencies, currently approved by the 
Program, are able to provide the services required under 109(h)(l) in languages 
other than English? Please specify. 

Currently, 54 credit counseling agencies offer service in at least one of 30 different 
languages (other than English) in various judicial districts throughout the country. This includes 
two national providers who offer Spanish at 143 "in person" locations, as well as on the 
telephone. In addition, at least two other national providers will arrange for translation services 
in over 150 languages using a tele-interpreter service at no cost to the consumer. 

5. What steps has the Program taken to assist LEP debtors in locating and obtaining 
language appropriate budget and credit counseling? 

To facilitate matching consumers with approved agencies that provide language services, 
the Program recently compiled data on additional languages offered by every credit counseling 
agency, and this information is posted on our Internet site. The Program also assists individuals 
on a case-by-case basis in obtaining counseling services in their primary language. For example, 
upon learning of an Ohio debtor's request for a deferral of the pre-petition counseling 
requirement because he was unable to obtain counseling in Bosnian, the Program worked to 
match the debtor with an approved credit counseling agency in his district that could provide 
services in his native language. Furthermore, the Program encourages LEP individuals to have 
relatives, friends, and community volunteers act as interpreters. 

6. What steps has the Program taken to ensure compliance with Executive Order 
13166? 

Executive Order 13 166 provides that federally funded and federally assisted programs 
and activities shall take steps to improve access for persons who are limited in their English 
proficiency. Regardless of the application of the Executive Order to credit counseling agencies, 
the Program endeavors to ensure meaningful access to their services by LEP individuals. 

To date, the Program has approved 151 credit counseling agencies and 263 debtor 
education providers that together provide services in approximately 30 different languages. This 
is in addition to two of the largest national credit counseling and debtor education providers that 
offer a tele-interpreter service in over 150 languages free of charge to their customers. 



Customers may use the service to receive counseling over the phone via an interpreter who is 
able to translate counseling or education sessions in the individual's native language. The 
Program has surveyed all approved credit counseling agencies and debtor education providers 
regarding the various language services they provide, and this information is available on our 
Internet site to assist LEP individuals in finding services that meet their specific needs. The 
Program also permits individuals to use relatives, friends, and community volunteers as 
translators. 

7.  What steps has the Program taken to ensure that debtors with disabilities are able 
to comply with the requirements of 109(h)(l)? 

In the applications for approval as a credit counseling agency and a debtor education 
provider, applicants are required to certify that they are in compliance with all State and federal 
laws. Further, 11 U.S.C. 109(h)(4) allows a court to grant a permanent waiver from the credit 
counseling and debtor education requirements of section 109(h)(l) if the debtor can show that he 
or she is disabled. Program attorneys have informed debtors' counsel that this permanent waiver 
is available and, on occasion, have filed notices of no opposition in cases where it was evident 
that the debtor was disabled. For example, in a chapter 7 case in the District of Minnesota, 
husband and wife debtors filed a motion seeking waiver of the credit counseling requirement for 
the husband pursuant to 11 U.S.C. 5 109(h)(4), claiming that, due to a stroke and symptoms 
caused by Parkinson's disease, he was incapable of obtaining the required credit counseling and 
debtor education. After reviewing the motions and supporting affidavits, the United States 
Trustee submitted a statement of no opposition. The court granted the debtors' request for a 
waiver without conducting a hearing. 

8. If no budget and credit counseling agencies are able to provide services in a manner 
that is accessible to debtors with disabilities, does the Program believe that such 
debtors are entitled to a waiver under 109(h)(2)(A)? 

As discussed in an earlier response above, 11 U.S.C. 5 109(h)(2)(A) grants the United 
States Trustee authority to waive the credit counseling requirement only for an entire district; it 
does not grant authority to waive credit counseling for particular individuals. Debtors who are 
unable to obtain credit counseling because of a disability may seek a permanent waiver under 
section 109(h)(4). 



MEANS TEST 

There appears to be a discrepancy between the Allowable Living Expenses on the 
U.S. Trustee Program web-site and those available on the Internal Revenue service web- 
site. The U.S. Trustee web-site states, "The IRS expense figures posted on this Web site are 
for use in completing bankruptcy forms. They are not for us in computing taxes or for any 
other tax administration purposes. Expense information for tax purposes can be found on 
the IRS Web site." The allowed expenses listed on the U.S. Trustee web-site are generally 
much lower than those listed on the IRS site. For example, the housing allowances for 
Menominee County, WI, are: 

U.S.T. I.R.S. 
(non-mortgage/ 

mortgage) 

Family of two or fewer: $362/$399 $725 
Family of three: $384/$496 $1,030 
Family of four or more: $422/$539 $981 

Section 707(b)(2)(A)(ii)(I) states that "(t)he debtor's monthly expenses shall be the 
debtor's applicable monthly expense amounts specified under the National Standards and 
Local Standards, and the debtor's actual monthly expenses for the categories specified as 
Other Necessary Expenses issued by the Internal Revenue Service for an area in which the 
debtor resides. . .." (Emphasis added). 

1. Please explain this discrepancy. 

The Program has found no discrepancy between the Allowable Living Expenses available 
on the Program's Internet site and the Allowable Living Expenses available on the Internal 
Revenue Service's Internet site. It appears that several of the numbers indicated in the question 
above have been transposed. Additionally, based upon the treatment of housing expenses under 
the means test, the allowed expenses for housing on the Program's Intemet site are presented in a 
two-component format - one allowance for mortgagelrent expense and one allowance for non- 
mortgage expense. The sum of the two components for housing expense allowances on our 
Intemet site is identical to the aggregate amount that appears on the IRS's site for the 
corresponding state and territory. 

For your reference, attached as Exhibit 1 are the figures printed from the Program's 
Internet site for the housing allowances for Menominee County, Wisconsin, as well as the figures 
from the IRS's site for that county. When the Program's numbers are added together, they equal 
the amount posted on the IRS's Internet site. 



2. Please provide the Program's current guidance for dismissal under 11 U.S.C. 
707(b)(2) and (3). 

The United States Trustee reviews the form prepared by a debtor to calculate the means 
test (Official Form B22A), along with the petition, schedules, statement, and other 
documentation, to make an independent determination regarding whether a presumption of abuse 
arises and whether there may be fraud or other abuse. 

For cases where income is above the State median income, the United States Trustee will 
conduct a review of the Official Form B22A filed by the debtor, the schedules and Statement of 
Financial Affairs, and any other available material to determine whether there should be a 
presumption of abuse under 5 707(b)(2) and whether there also exists separate grounds for 
dismissal under 5 707(b)(3) for "bad faith" or under a "totality of the circumstances" analysis. 

In every case where the United States Trustee determines that the presumption should 
arise, the United States Trustee files either a motion to dismiss or a statement indicating why 
filing a motion is not appropriate. The clearest examples of when a motion is not appropriate are 
a serious medical condition or active duty in the Armed Forces. Other examples are for victims 
of natural disasters, a situation that supports an expense adjustment as a "special circumstance," 
or for a debtor who has experienced a post-petition change in status that supports an income 
adjustment, such as seasonal employment or disability. 

As in all enforcement areas, field personnel have been advised that they need to exercise 
sound judgment regarding section 707(b) issues and analyze such issues in the context of the 
relevant case facts and circumstances. 

3. Please provide a break-down of all motions the Program has brought under the new 
707(b) by type, number, district, and disposition. 

Between October 17,2005, and March 3 1,2006, the Program filed 84 motions under the 
new 11 U.S.C. 5 707(b). A summary listing of the motions, broken down by type and district 
with disposition information as of March 3 1,2006, is attached as Exhibit 2. 

TRA VEL 

1. Please provide travel records for the Director of the Executive Office for each of the 
last four years. Please document all expenses paid for by the government. Include 
payments, if any, for expenses incurred by, or for the benefit of, any person 
traveling with the Director who was not, at the time, an employee of the United 
States Government. 

Attached as Exhibit 3 are travel records for fiscal years 2003,2004,2005, and 2006 
(through April), for the former Director and the current Acting Director of the Program which 
identify all expenses paid by the government. There were no payments for expenses incurred by, 



or for the benefit of, any non-employee who may have traveled with the Director or Acting 
Director. The records have been compiled in reverse chronological order by fiscal year, and 
have been redacted to exclude Social Security numbers, home addresses, and credit card 
numbers. 

Travel expenses of the former Director and the current Acting Director were reimbursed 
in accordance with General Services Administration and Department of Justice regulations and 
policies for temporary duty travel. Reimbursable travel expenses generally include: airfare; 
lodging and lodging tax where a facility does not accept a tax-exempt form; meals and incidental 
expenses; taxicabs and public transportation; parking; rental cars; gasoline; tolls; mileage for the 
use of a personal vehicle; telephone calls; and other business expenses such as faxes and copies. 

Federal employees use contract airfares negotiated by the General Services 
Administration or, on occasion, non-contract carriers if there is a savings to the government, no 
contract fare exists, or the contract carrier is not available at times necessary to accomplish the 
purpose of the travel. Lodging is generally reimbursed at the GSA allowable per diem rate, 
although Department travel policy permits employees to seek reimbursement for actual 
subsistence expenses above the per diem when they are unable to obtain lodging within the 
allowance and certain criteria are satisfied. 

EMERGENCIES AND NATURAL DISASTERS 

Following Hurricane Katrina, your office notified the Chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee that it would not seek to enforce some of the more cumbersome sections of the 
BAPCPA against debtors affected by Hurricane Katrina. 

1. What is the current status of the policy? 

The Program's current policy remains in effect and has been applied to assist debtors 
affected by Hurricane Katrina. For instance, the United States Trustee will not file enforcement 
motions against debtors who cannot produce required documents due to this natural disaster, if 
they are otherwise eligible for bankruptcy relief; the United States Trustee will exercise 
flexibility and provide alternative means for a debtor to attend the mandatory meeting of 
creditors if the debtor cannot appear personally to testify under oath in the district where the case 
is filed; and the United States Trustee will not raise or support venue objections in cases in which 
the debtor was displaced, unless the filing constitutes a systemic abuse or presents extraordinary 
circumstances. Further, the United States Trustee will consider the loss of income, increases in 
expenses, and other adverse effects of Katrina to constitute "special circumstances" when 
determining whether to file an enforcement motion on grounds of presumed abuse when a 
debtor's initial completion of the means test indicates abuse. 

For small businesses, the United States Trustee will refrain from filing enforcement 
motions when the failure to perform mandated duties is a result of the effects of Hurricane 
Katrina. Further, with regard to credit counseling and debtor education, the United States 



Trustee has waived the requirements under 11 U.S.C. $ 5  109(h)(2), 727(a)(1 l), 1141 (d)(3)(C), 
and 1328(g)(2) for those districts which were most severely affected by Katrina, namely the 
Eastern, Middle, and Western Districts of Louisiana and the Southern District of Mississippi. 
These waivers will be reviewed by the Program this summer, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § $  
109(h)(2)(B) and 1328(g)(3), to determine whether the requirements should continue to be 
waived. 

2. Please list all actions the Program has taken or declined to take as a result of this 
action. 

The United States Trustee for Region 5, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. $ 5  109(h)(2), 727(a)(1 l), 
1 141(d)(3)(C), and 1328(g)(2), waived the credit counseling and debtor education requirements 
for the Eastern, Middle, and Western Districts of Louisiana and the Southern District of 
Mississippi. Program attorneys have not objected to a debtor's lack of documents and have not 
sought denials of discharge where a debtor's failure was due to a natural disaster. In addition, 
declination statements were filed pursuant to section 704(b)(2) in four cases where the United 
States Trustee determined that a motion to dismiss was not appropriate due to the effects of 
Hurricane Katrina upon the debtors' financial condition. 

3. Please provide the Committee with all written and oral communications from the 
Executive Office implementing this policy. 

Attached as Exhibit 4 are copies of policy statements issued by the Executive Office with 
regard to Hurricane Katrina and natural disasters. These documents are marked Limited Official 
Use and are provided for the sole and limited purpose of responding to this Congressional 
inquiry. These policies have been reinforced in various discussions, meetings, and internal 
guidance. 

4. Please provide the Committee with any information concerning any instances in 
which creditors have taken actions under the Code that the Program has declined to 
take as a result of this policy. 

The Program does not maintain information on actions taken by creditors. 

5.  Please explain how the Program will implement this policy in the future with respect 
to debtors affected by Hurricane Katrina and by future natural disasters or 
emergencies. 

The Program will continue to implement this policy on an on-going basis for all natural 
disasters and, to the extent any information or experiences warrant, will modify the policy 
accordingly. With regard to its application to Hurricane Katrina, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. $ 5  
109(h)(2)(B) and 1328(g)(3), the policy will be reviewed this summer to determine whether the 
credit counseling and debtor education requirements of the BAPCPA should continue to be 
waived. 



6. Please provide the Committee with any lessons that may be derived from the 
Program's experience in dealing with the post-Katrina emergency. 

The Program discovered that its current policy of flexibility in the face of a natural 
disaster has been quite effective, and that flexibility has not compromised the Program's mission 
of promoting integrity and efficiency in the nation's bankruptcy system. 

BENEFITS AND COMPENSA TION 

1. What steps has the Program taken to protect the pension and benefit rights of 
employees in chapter 11 cases? 

Other than under 11 U.S.C. 5 11 14 of the Bankruptcy Code, which addresses the 
appointment of a committee of retired persons whenever a debtor seeks to modify or not pay the 
medical, accident, disability, or death benefits of retirees, the United States Trustees do not have 
an express statutory mandate with respect to the protection of pension and benefits rights of 
employees in chapter 11 cases. The United States Trustees' principal role with respect to 
employee benefits in chapter 11 cases is to facilitate the involvement of employees and their 
representatives as creditors and parties in interest. As a general matter, where there is significant 
creditor interest and activity in a case, the presence of competing interests serves to ensure that 
the significant issues in a case are raised and resolved by the parties themselves. 

In support of this objective, the United States Trustee often appoints labor unions to sit on 
creditors' committees when it appears that labor and employment matters will be at issue in the 
case and will give rise to a significant claim. Similarly, when it appears that termination or 
transfer of a pension plan guaranteed by the Pension Benefit Guarantee Corporation (PBGC) 
may be an issue, the PBGC may be appointed to the creditors' committee. 

Even in cases where the debtor does not have an employee pension plan or where 
employees do not belong to a labor union, the United States Trustee acts to protect employee 
benefits. Employees are usually creditors to the extent of their unpaid wages and benefits since 
the last payroll. Typically, in such cases, the United States Trustee supports the customary 
practice by which the debtor secures a court order for prompt payment of employee wages and 
benefits to the maximum priority amount provided under the Bankruptcy Code without waiting 
until a plan is confirmed. Recently, the United States Trustee made special efforts to 
accommodate a debtor attempting to,pay its United States employees located overseas who 
would have otherwise been precluded payment. 

In small cases especially, the United States Trustee pays close attention to whether the 
debtor is timely paying its employees the wages and benefits they earn post-petition. When a 
debtor fails to do so, the United States Trustee often moves to appoint a chapter 11 trustee or to 
convert the case to chapter 7. 



The United States Trustee's most direct statutory mandate regarding pensions and 
employee benefits arises under section 11 14 of the Bankruptcy Code. In the BAPCPA, Congress 
amended this section to require the United States Trustee to appoint, upon direction of the court, 
a committee of retired persons whenever a debtor seeks to modify or not pay the medical, 
accident, disability, or death benefits of retirees. Before the BAPCPA, the committee was 
appointed by the court, in some instances from a list provided by the United States Trustee. 

The United States Trustee has not had occasion to appoint a section 11 14 committee 
since enactment of the BAPCPA, but anticipates that when the need arises it will apply the same 
criteria as when selecting other committees. The United States Trustee seeks committee 
members with knowledge of the issues and process, who understand their fiduciary duties, who 
are able to devote the substantial time required to adequately perform their role, and whose 
claims, characteristics, and interests are representative of the various types of claims and 
interests represented by the committee. 

Lastly, the United States Trustee will make referrals for criminal prosecution when it 
discovers evidence that management of debtors has misappropriated employee funds. For 
instance, the United States Trustee has made criminal referrals when pension funds and health 
insurance funds have been mishandled or dissipated. 

2. What steps has the Program taken to ensure that insiders and other top 
management do not receive inordinate or unwarranted compensation, bonuses, or 
other benefits either pre- or post-petition? 

Prior to the BAPCPA, the United States Trustees frequently opposed excessively 
generous severance packages, key employee retention plans, success bonuses, and similar 
arrangements for the benefit of insiders on the general ground that they were improper, non- 
ordinary course transfers unsupported by the debtor's business judgment. 

The BAPCPA added to the Bankruptcy Code new provisions intended to curtail these 
types of compensation. For instance, the new 11 U.S.C. 6 503(c)(l) prohibits retention payments 
that, among other criteria, exceed 10 times the mean retention payment given to non-insiders; 
new 6 503(c)(2) prohibits severance payments that, among other criteria, exceed 10 times the 
mean severance payment to non-insiders; and new 6 503(c)(3) prohibits payments not justified 
by the facts and circumstances of the case. 

Examples of actions taken by the U.S. Trustee Program under new section 503(c) follow. 

- In the face of the United States Trustee's opposition, a group of liquidating 
debtors (In re FLYi, Inc., et al., 05-2001 1 (MFW), Bankr. Del.) abandoned their 
effort to pay a handful of insiders retention payments that exceeded the caps 
under section 503(c)(l). 



- Notwithstanding the United States Trustee's opposition, one liquidating debtor (In 
re Nobex Corporation, 05-20050 (MFW), Bankr. Del.) prevailed after the court 
agreed with the debtor that bonuses payable to two insiders upon the sale of the 
business (which increased with the sale price) were not intended to induce the 
insiders to remain with the business until conclusion of a sale and, therefore, were 
not subject to the section 503(c)(l) cap. The court found that the payments were 
for performance and, therefore, akin to ordinary compensation evaluated under 
the equivalent of a business judgment standard. 

- Notwithstanding the United States Trustee's opposition, a debtor (In re Curative 
Health Services, Inc., 06-10552 (SMB), Bankr. S.D.N.Y.) effectively was able to 
make a post-petition retention payment to its CEO in excess of the section 
503(c)(l) cap by obtaining, for the insider's benefit, a pre-petition letter of credit. 
The letter of credit was secured by assets of the debtor. 

- The United States Trustee successfully urged the bankruptcy court to reject the 
efforts of a group of debtors to obtain approval as part of their first day motions of 
employee severance and retention plans that may have included insiders (In re 
Silicon Graphics. Inc., et al., 06-10977 (ALG), Bankr. S.D.N.Y.). 

3. Do you believe that there have been instances in the last two years in which courts 
have approved inappropriate compensation, bonuses, or benefits of any kind for 
insiders or other top management in a chapter 11 case? Please specify. 

As noted above, the United States Trustee historically has opposed overly generous 
compensation for insiders that could not be justified under the business judgment rule. Similarly, 
the United States Trustee has opposed provisions of plans of reorganization that provide non- 
debtors with releases, exculpation, and indemnification. The Program does not maintain 
aggregate statistics regarding the total number of cases in which we filed objections to executive 
compensation and, therefore, cannot provide specifics. 

4. What changes to the Code do you believe would assist the Program in preventing 
such compensation or benefits packages from being approved? 

At this time, we have no specific proposals. 

5. What changes in the Code do you believe would assist the Program in protecting the 
pension and benefit rights of employees? 

At this time, we have no specific proposals. 



BANKRUPTCY CRIMES 

1. Please provide the number, type, and disposition of all criminal referrals made by 
the Program in each of the last five years. Please provide this information by 
district. 

The chart below provides the number of criminal referrals made by the Program over the 
past five fiscal years. In addition to the 744 formal referrals made in FY 2005, the Program also 
assisted law enforcement and prosecutors in investigating and prosecuting an additional 300 
bankruptcy-related matters separate from USTP referrals. 

Prior to FY 2005, the Program did not have a comprehensive database for collecting the 
full range of data related to its criminal referrals. Effective in FY 2005, however, all 95 USTP 
offices began reporting criminal referral information using a new Criminal Enforcement 
Tracking System (CETS). CETS provides comprehensive data and allows for the analysis of 
criminal referral activity, including case disposition information, in a more reliable and 
accessible electronic format. With the implementation of CETS, the criminal referrals reported 
for FY 2005 will serve as the benchmark for all subsequent reporting years. 

USTP BANKRUPTCY-RELATED CRIMINAL REFERRALS BY FISCAL 
YEAR 

FY 2001 

1,059 

FY 2002 

939 

FY 2005 

744 

FY 2003 

817 

FY 2004 

660 



The chart below is based upon Program records and provides the outcome data for the 
744 criminal referrals made by the Program in FY 2005. As of May 2006, the data reflects that 
53 referrals from FY 2005 have resulted in formal criminal charges being brought, 25 of which 
have not yet been resolved by plea, trial, or other disposition. As suggested above, the Program 
does not have complete and reliable outcorneldisposition information on criminal referrals made 
prior to 2005. Thus, the chart below only shows outcome/disposition information for referrals 
made in 2005 that resulted from referrals made prior to 2005. 

The chart below reflects the types of allegations contained in the 744 criminal referrals 
made in FY 2005. It is possible that one referral may contain multiple allegations. 

1 FY 2005 U.S. TRUSTEE PROGRAM CRIMINAL, REFERRALS BY ALLEGATION 

~ [NOTE: Each referral may contain multiple allegations.] 

Type of Case 
PerjuryBalse Statement 
False OathsIFalse Statements 
[18 U.S.C. $152 (2) & (3)] 
Concealment of Assets 

Number Reported 
418 

3 92 

ID TheftKJse of FalseIMultiple SSNs 

Percent of Total 
56.2% 

52.7% 

347 46.6% 
Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [I8 U.S.C. 5 1571 

142 19.1% 
Concealment/ DestructiodWithholdin~ of Documents I 104 

3 13 

14.0% 

42.1% 



Attached as Exhibit 5 is a summary listing of the Program's FY 2005 criminal referrals, 
broken down by office and allegation. Exhibit 6 provides a summary of the outcomes of FY 
2005 referrals by office. Data in our CETS system is maintained by office. Some offices cover 
multiple judicial districts and some districts are covered by more than one office. 

ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS 

1. Please provide a list of all enforcement actions the Program has taken in each of the 
last five years: against illegal petition preparers, against creditors who have filed 
false or undocumented claims, against creditors who have filed fraudulent or 
baseless objections to discharge, or against creditors who have attempted illegally to 
coerce or enforce reaffirmation agreements. 

Attached as Exhibit 7 is a listing of the number of formal and informal actions taken by 
the Program in each of the last five fiscal years with respect to petition preparer misconduct and 
attorney misconduct. The exhibit also includes data in the area of creditor misconduct; however, 
since the Program did not begin tracking such actions until fiscal year 2006, only six months of 
data is reported. In addition to cases brought by the Program, private trustees may also initiate 
actions against bankruptcy petition preparers or creditors who violate the law. However, the 
Program does not track trustee actions. 
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Wisconsin - Housing and Utilities Allowable Living Expenses 

Maximum Monthly Allowance 
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Wisconsin - Housing and Utilities Allowable Living Expenses 
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U.S. Department of Justice 

Executive Office for United States Trustees 

Office of the General Counsel 

M Mmasnchusetls Avenue. NW, Suite 8 100 Voia - (202) JW- 1399 
Washill810h D.C 205.9 hx - (202) 307-2397 

October 4,2005 

TO: United States Trustees 
Assistant United States Trustees 

FROM: Roberta A. DeAngeli 
Acting General Counsel 

SUBJECT: Flexibility of Bankruptcy Deadlines and Other Requi~ements 
in Response to Natural Disasters 

In response to questions that have arisen concerning the application of certain provisions 
of the Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention and Consumer Pmtection Act of 2005 (BAPCPA) to cases 
filed by victims of Hurricane Kahina and other natural disasters, the following guidance is 
p m a .  

Under the means test, the chapter 7 filing of a debtor with above-median income will be 
presumed abusive if the debtor's current monthly income exceeds, by certain amounts, monthly 
expenses calculated in accordance with 8 707(b)(2)(A). Under P 707(b)(2)(B), a debtor may 
nbut the presumption of abuse by demonstrating "special circumstances" that 'justify additional 
expenses or adjustments of current monthly income for which there is no reasonable alternative." 

In deciding whether to file an enforcement motion based upon the means test, the United 
States Trustee should consider a major decline in anticipated income, a major increase in 
anticipated expenses, and other advexse impacts of a natural disaster to be special circumstance. 
for purposes of rebutting the presumption. If the United States Trustee reasonably believes that a 
debtor likely would be able to rebut the presumption of abuse by establishing special 
circumstances arising from a natural disaster, then the United States Trustee should decline to 
file a 8 707(b) motion and instead file a brief statement articulating why a motion to dismiss 
under 8 707@) is not appmpriate under the circumstances. 
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2 Individual Debtor Jhmment FULng Requirements 

Most of a debtor's filing requiremnts are found in 5 521 of the Code, and most of these 
quirements can be varied by the banhptcy court. Section 521(aXl)(B) generally q u i ~ ~ s  the 
filing of schedules of assets and liabilities, cumnt income and expenses, the statement of 
financial affairs, copies of pay stubs, and state,ments of monthly net income and anticipated 
changes in income and expenses. Because this subsection is prefaced with the words "unless the 
court orders otherwise," the court clearly has discretion to provide exceptions to these filing 
requirements. 

The U.S. Trustee can and should refrain from filing motions to compel or to dismiss cases 
in which debtors show that, as a mult of a nawral disaster, they do not have the information 
necessary to complete schedules and do not have copies of the required documents. 
Section 521(i) states that an individual debtor's chapter 7 or chapter 13 case will awomuticdly 
be dismissed if all information quired under 5 521(aXl) is not filed within 45 days after the 
date of the filing of the petition. United States Trustees should, therefore, advise debtors' 
attorneys who are seeking relief from the filing requirements that this relief can be granted only 
by the banhptcy court. If a debtor affected by a natural disaster seeks such relief, United States 
Trustees should not object, so long as it appears that the debtor and the debtor's attorney are 
making their best efforts to provide as much information to the court as is reasonable under the 
circumstances. 

3. Chapter 11 "!hall Business case" Deadlines 

Section 1121(eXl) establishes a 18Oday exclusivity period for small business debtors to 
file a plan. There are two exceptions to the l 8 W y  rule. First, under 5 112l(eXlXA), the 
period can be "extended as provided by this subsection, after notice and a hearing." This 
cross-referenax to Q 1121(e)(3), which provides that the t i m  period may be extended "only if 
the debtor. . . demonstrates by a preponderance of the evidence that it is more likely than not that 
the court will confirm a plan within a reasonable period of time." The order must establish a new 
deadline and must be signed before the expiration of the existing deadline. 

If a small business debtor impacted by a natural disaster seeks relief from this deadline 
pursuant to Q 1121(e)(3), the United States Trustee should not oppose the relief if the debtor 
needs additional time to file a disclosure statement and confirm a plan due to the impact of a 
nanual disaster. Furthennore, Unitad States Trustees generally should not object to requests 
steking longer than usual extensions under these circumstances. United States Trustees should 
determine a "reasonable" time in light of the exigencies created by the natrual disaster. Because 
5 1121(eX3) also governs extensions under 5 1129(e), the same rationale could be used to 
provide ncedtd extensions of time for a small business affected by a n d  disaster to obtain 
confirmation of its chapter 1 1 plan. 
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4. Small Businees Cases - Dutles of Debtors In Possession 

Section 11 16 establishes duties of debtors in possession in s d l  business cases. 
Subsection (2) requires a small buainesa debtor ta atmdan initial debtor interview. the 6 341 
meeting, and other meetings called by the United States Trustee. Subsection (3) requires a small 
business debtor to timely file all schedules and statements of financial affairs. Both of these 
subsections permit the court to vary the requirements upon a finding of "extcaordinary and 
compelling circumstances." United States Trustees should consider the impact of a natural 
disaster in determining "extraolditwry and compelling circumstances" and in dbciding whetber to 
file an enforcement motion. 

Section 11 12 governs conversion or dismissal. The BAPCPA changed the permissive 
"may" convert or dismiss in $ 11 lZ(bX1) to a mandatory "shall" convert or dismiss. 
Subsection (b)(l) pennits the court to refrain from convexting or dismissing a case upon a finding 
of t~nusual circumstances specifically identified that establish that the requested conversion or 
dismissal is not in the bed interest of creditors and the estate. The United States Trustee should 
not file a motion under 8 11 12 if the grounds for filing the motion arc attributable to a natural 
disaster and there an reasonable prospects for reorganization. 

5. Section 341 Meeting Attendance 

If a natural disaster causes long-term dislocation, situations may arise whem debtors will 
be unable personally to attend meetings of creditors under 8 341 of the Code. The Chapter 7 
Trustee Handbook has long provided alternative means for debtors to attend $341 meetings in 
extenuating circumstances. United States Trustees should advise trustees to accept dislocation by 
a natural disaster as an extenuating circumstance. United States Trustees should be flexible and 
reasonable in making alternative appearance arrangements for a dislocated debtor by arranging 
for the 8 341 meeting to take place at a local office of the United States Trustee near the debtor's 
temporary residence or by allowing the debtor to appear telephonically, for example. Can 
should be taken, however, to assure that debtors provide the personal identification information 
required by Interim Rule 4002(b)(l) to the person administering the oath. 

Compliance with this guidance will be greatly appreciated. If any of these issues arise in 
a case in your district, please identify the issue and consult with the Office of the General 
Counsel befolle taking action. 

Guidance on venue issues that may arise as a result of natural disasters is being provided 
separately. In addition, the credit counseling requirement for individual debtors for cases filed in 
the Eastern, Western. and Middle Districts of Louisiana and in the Southern District of 
Mississippi have been waived Guidance on the applicability of the debtor education 
requirement to cases filed in those districts will be Torthcoming at the appropriate time. 
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US.  Department of Justice 

Executive Office for United States Trustees 

Office of the General Counsel 

20 M ; ~ l ~ h u s e t ~ s  Avenue. NW. Suire 8100 
Wushington, D.C. a)5M 

October 4,2005 

Voin - (202) 307- 1399 
Faa - cmz, 307-2397 

TO: United States Trustees 
Assistant United States Trustees 

FROM: 
Acting General counsel 

SUBJBX Venue Issues Arising from Debtors Displaced by Hurricane Katrina 

The effects of Hurricane Katrina impact the judicial system in nummus ways, one of 
which focuses on the issue of venue for bankruptcy cases filed by debtors who have been 
displaced. Some of those debtors evacuated to contiguous or nearby districts affected by the 
storm; others were evacuated to more remote locations. This memorandum provides guidance 
concerning cases filed by such displaced persons in an improper venue. 

The United States Trustee generally has raised venue objections only in extraordinary 
cases evincing systemic abuse or in which parties me. seeking to abuse the bankruptcy process. 
Accordingly, the United States Tmtee should not file objections to venue selections by victims 
of Hurricane Katrina, except under extraordinary circumstances and upon express approval of the 
General Counsel. The following background and analysis of venue is provided for your further 
information and edification. 

Venue for bankruptcy cases is derived from 28 U.S.C. 4 1408 which provides. in relevant 
part, that: 

. . . a case under title 11 may be commenced in the district coust for 
the district- 

(1) in which the domicile, residence, principal place of business in 
the United States, or principal assets in the United States, of the 
person or entity that is the subject of such case have been located 
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for the one hundred and eighty days immediately p r d n g  such 
commencement, or for a longer p d o n  of such 
onehundred-andeighty-day period than the domicile, residence, or 
principal place of busincss, in the United States, or principal assets 
in the United States, of such person were located in any other 
district; or. . . 

The Supreme Court has held that venue is a personal privilege, the objection to which may be 
waived if not timely raised. Leroy v. Greut Western United Corp, 443 U.S. 173,180 (1979); 
Neirbo Co. v. Bethlehem Ship BuiIders Corp, 308 U.S. 165.167-168 (1939). See, Hwrt v. 
Bankers Ttust Co., 199 F.2d 1060,1068 (5m Cir. 1986). We will continue to examine cases for 
instancts of k d  and abuse as we meet our civil enforcement obligations, and we will object to 
instances of systemic abuse, such as cases filed in an improper venue for the convenience of 
debtor's counsel only. 

Corn facing an objection to improper venue generally have followed one of two 
positions. The majority rule holds that a bankruptcy court may not retain a case filed in an 
improper venue, where venue has been challenged. The court must either dismiss or transfer the 
case to a proper venue pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8 1406(a).' For a repnxentative view of cases 
following the majority view, see the following: In re Sorrells, 218 B.R. 580 (10th Cir. BAP 
1998); In re Mica; 188 B.R. 697 (S.D. Fla 1995); In re Columbia Westem, Inc., 183 B.R. 660 
(Bankr. Mass. 1995); In re Wushington, Perito & Dubuc, 154 B.R. 853 (Bankr. SDH.Y. 1993); 
In re Great Ldes  Hotel Associates, 154 B.R. 667 (ED. Va 1992); In re Petrie, 142 B.R. 404 
(Bankr. D. Nev. 1992); In re Sporting Club, 132 B.R. 792 (Bankr. S.D. 1989); ICMR, Inc. v. 
Tri-City Foods, Inc., 100 B.R. 51 @. Kan. 1989). 

The minority view, in contrast, holds that a bankruptcy court may retain a case filed in an 
improper venue pursuant to 28 U.S.C 8 1412 if such retention is "in the interest of justice or for 
the convenience of the parties." Courts which have followed the minority view include the 

' 28 U.S.C. 1406(a) provides with respect to cure or waiver of defects that: 

The district court of a district in which is filed a case laying venue 
in the wrong division or district shall dismiss, or if it be in the best 
interest of justice, transfer such case to any district or division in 
which it could have been brought. 

* 28 U.S.C. 8 1412 provides with respect to change of venue that: 

A district cow may transfer a case or pmcedng under title 11 to a 
district court for another district, in the interest of justice or for the 
convenience of the parties. 
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following: In re Lataro, 128 B.R. 168 (Bankr. WD. Tex. 1991); In re Leonurd, 55 B.R. 106, 
108-09 (Bankr. D.C. 1.985); and In re Bocckman, 54 B.R. 110 (Bankr. S.D. 1985). 

The United States Trustee Program follows the majority rule. During the past year, the 
Program successfully litigated the issue of whether a bankruptcy court has discretion to retain a 
case filed in an improperly venue, arguing against such retention. See, e.g., In re Swinney v. 
Turner, 309 B.R. 638 (MD. Ga. 2004) (affirming decision of bankruptcy court that it was not 
authorized to retain a case filed in an improper venue). The Prognun also litigated similar cases in 
Memphis, Tennessee. See, e.g., In re Bmzzel, 321 B.R. 893 (W.D. Tenn. 2004). These cases 
arose not because of any emergency on the part of the debtors, but rather because the attorney 
representing the debtors chose to file the petitions in a district where the attorney was located and 
licensed rather than in a proper venue. Such instances of abuse should continue to be pursued by 
our field offices and, in pursuing objections to improper venue, the majority view should be 
espoused. 

By way of further information. I want to advise you that recently Congress passed and the 
President signed the "Federal Judiciary Emergency Special Sessions Act of 2005." The purpose of 
that legislation was to authorize Federal circuit, district, and bankruptcy courts to conduct special 
sessions outside their respective boundaries in rimes of emergency. The United States Bankruptcy 
Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana has commenced operations from the offices of the United 
States Bankruptcy Court for the Middle District of Louisiana (htt~://www.laeb.uscourts ~oy.)  
Fkther, the United States District Court for the Eastern District of huisiana has issued an arder 
that allows emergency filings in Baton Rouge (the Middle District) and in Lafayette (the Western 
District). (lbtto://www.laed.uscourts,rrov/). Documents filed in these alternate locations will be 
deemed filed in the Eastern District, thereby resulting in proper venue. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

cc: EOUST Senior Staff 
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Press Release 

U.6 Depmrtmnt d 

ExecutJve Office h r  U n l M  Statw Trustees 

U.S. TRUSTEE P R W W  MUOUIKTS EUFOOCLMENT GUlDEUUES 
FOR OANKIIUPTCV DEBTORS AFFECTED BY NANRU DISASTER6 

WASHINGTON, DL.-The Jnltm Statas h m e e  P q r a m  tway srnnurnd ~t has lssued Mnlmptcy enfomment pddellnes that 
t a b  n to  a r m n t  the hardships expenend by vhllms of recent h~mcanas an the Gulf Coast r e g m  

The Bankruphy Abuvl Prevenmn and Consumer Protection Act of 2005 (BAPCPA), which takes eRect on October 17, 2005, 
cmtalm vatious new requiremats b parties to s bankruptcl pmcesding. The -ram announ4  it is taking the folbwing stsps 
to address th-3 impact of current Law and the BAPCPA upon victims of natural disaster. 

D o a M  Requlnnentm -Under current law and the BAPCPA, dekiors pmvide documents wch as payment advices and 
stahsmenk of income. U.S. T m s t w  will not file   for cement &ions against dabtor. who cannot producs docurwnb due 
to Mtural daasterr, if they are otherwise eligiMe for bankruptcy relief. 

Mean8 T a t  - Under the BAPCPA, individual debtor. undergo a "means t 5 t "  to determine whether they are eligiMe for 
Chapter 7 r e l i  or whether Chapter 7 relief is presumed abusive. Generally speaking, the BAPCPA permih ad* to rebut 
that prewmption Df abusa by showing "spacial circumstances." In  determining whether to file an enfmmment motion m 
gmunds of presumed abuse, the Program will consider inmme loss, expens increase, and other adverse dkis of a natural 
d i i e r  to mnstitute "spxiai circumstancer." 

utemhnce mt Crediton' Mcetlngo - U.S. Trustees will exercise f lexibi l i  and pmvide alternative means for a debtor to 
a t tad  tha mandatory meetinp of d i t o r .  if, due to the adv- effects of a natural di i r ter,  the dsbtor cannot appaar 
parsonally and testify under mth  ~n the district where the case is filed. 

venm - U.S. Trustees will not raise or supp~rt Venus objptions in cases in whiih the debtor was displaced dua to a natural 
disaster, u n k  the filing mmtitutes a systemic abuse or presents extraordinary cimmstancra. 

Sul Bush- Chapter 11 B8mkruptcka -U S. Trustees wtll mi take enforcement &ION agalnst Chdpter 11 s m l l  
buvnsss d&cn rho, m a  result of a natural d~saster, cannot rsawxlaMy be expected to perform statutay dutps such as 
attandlno an lnlbal daMor !nhKvlar and fillno financial ntDorb. U S Trust- will not sack mnverslon or dlsm-l d a small 
buum-Chaoter 11 case IF the orounds Iw%l~no the c&e are attnbutaMe to a natural d~saster and there are - n a b  
pospkt. fo;mmanization. u.5. Trust- will n i t  op- reasonable and n-ry extensions d time to fils a disclmure 
statament and mnfirm a mrganization plan, if a small businass debtor cannot mmply with the desdlins bgauae of a 
natural dtsastff. 

The BRPtPA requires individual d e b  to undergo credit munseling be- filing Iw bankruptcy. The W T P A  a u t t d m s  U.S 
T n s b s  to appmve credit munselinp agencies saording to criteria sat forth in the law. On October 4,2005, the P q r a m  
anncunmd a temporary waiver of the statutory requirements for credt counseling for bankruptcy filers in Louisiana and th-3 
Southern Disbid of M16nss1ppi due to the eRsch of Humcane Katnna. 

The U.S. Trustee -ram is the component of the lustice Department that promotes integritf and effideny in the nation's 
b a n h m  system by enforcing bankruptcy lam, providing ovvsight d private trusteas, and Mintaining w r a f i o M i  axcallence. 
The Rogram has 21 nasions and 95 field officer. Under Wmi law. the Prmram is not -sibls Iw oveneeina banhotcv csses 
filed in aabama or ~ o c h  Carolma. 

PFsn Con-. h n e  Lim-ht 

Exsartive Office for U.S. Tmteas 

(202) 305-7411 

Last Update: NOvember15,2005 6:lO PM 
U.S. Trustee PmgnmfDepartment of Justice 
u s d o Y ~ y n m  
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Press Release 

us. Dop.rhnent d 1- 

ExsuUve ORlm for Unibed States Trustees 

For lrnmadlste Rekase 
Mober 4,2005 

U.S. TRUSTEE PROGRAM ANNOUNCES AF'PROVAL OF 

crmn W U N S E U ~  AEENCIES K)R ~ ~ U P T C I  mmts 
UD WIMROF ~~D~COUIISEUI(B REQU~MENT 

m U~EIS m m o  my n u r w u n ~  M ~ M  

WASHINGTON, D.C.-The United States Trustee Pmgram today announced a temporary waiver of the statutory requirements for 
credit -meling for bankruptcy firs ~n Louisiana and the buthem District of Mihhihhippl due to the dkc& of Humcane Katrina. 
The m r a r n  alm announced appmval o f41  credit counseling agencies for bankruptcy fikm. There are appmved credit counseling 
agencis nrving all federal judicial distncts for w h i  the United States T h  Prqlrarn is rasponsibla. 

The list dappmved credit counseling agmcies is pmted on the Rqlram's web site at www.usdoj.gavlust. More credit counseling 
agencies will be addad to the list as they are sppmved by United StstesTrustess. 

Undsr the B a n h p t q  Abuse Prevent~on am Comumer Prowlon Act of 2005 ("BAPCPA"), no "deal &om who file banmptcy 
on or after Octobsr 17,1005, must dnOerpo c m l t  munsdmp mtn~n n x  months before they file ban-prcy Tho -A authonzs 
Un~ted Sates Trustees to approve vsdll counsel~ng ape"- acmrd~ng to cntsna set fa tn  on tns law 

The BPSBA permits United States Trustees to waive tha cndit munseling requirement within a judicial district h e r e  approved 
credit d i n g  ageneies am not rssonably abk to provide sdequate uvvi- to bankruptcy filers. The United StatesTrustee for 
R q i o n  5 made thls determination with -pen to the Eastern, Middle, and Western Districts d Lwisiana, and the Southem DLstrid 
Of #&ppi. 

The U.S. T- Rqlrarn is the component d the Justice Department that promotas mtegrity and efficiency in the nation's 
bankruptcy system by enforcing banhptcy laws, providing oversight of private trust-, and maintaining operational exdkzce. 
The Rqlrarn has 21 regions and 95 field oRrBs. The Pmgram is not Rsponsibk for oveMang bankruptcy cases filed in Alabama 
or Nuth Cadinn. 

Press Contact: Jane Limprecht 

Executive Office for U.S. Trustees 

(202) 305-7411 

Last Update: November 15,2005 6:09 PM 
U.S. Trustee Program/DepaNnent of Justice 
usdoi/usVsmm 
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Press Release 

PRESS RELEASE 

For l m m d i t e  Release 
atober 7,2005 

UP. TRUSTEE PROGRAM ANNOUNCES ISPRWU M 

DEBTOR EDUCATION COUILSE PROVIDERS FOR BANKRUPTCY FlLERS 

AND WAIVER OF DEBTOR EDUCATION REQUIREMENT 

IN AREAS AFFECTED BY HURFUUnE KI- 

WASHINGTON, D.C.-The United States Trustee Program tc&y announced a temporary waiver of tho statutory requirement for an 
~ n s t ~ c h a l  mum in parmml financial managsmsnt, dten called ndsMoreducatiin," for bankruptcy filers in Louisiana and Hw 
buthem Dishid d Mississippi due to the a(iec[s d Hurricane Katvina. The Pmgram also annwnced approval o f41 pmvideffi of 
debtor educatbm murses for bankruptcy filers. There are approved debtor education course pmvideffi sewing ail federal judicial 
d'irtrkk for which Hw United States Truatss Prcgram is responsible. 

The I!! ofa-ed debtor education mum provideffi is p t e d  on the United States Trustee Program's w e k t e  at 
www.usdoj.gov/ust. More debtor educatbn murse providers will be addad to the list as they are approved by the United States 
TnrEbEs. 

Undcr the Bankruptcy Abuse Prevenh  and CMsumer Protection Act of 2005 (BPSCPA), in wdsr to nxleive a discharge d deti, an 
individual debtor who files bankruptcy on or after M o b e r  17,2005 must mmplete an i n & r u b i l  m u m  In personal financial 
management after filing bankruptcy. The BPSCPA authorizas th0 United State Trustees to approve such murse pmvidcm acording 
to c M  set M h  in the law. 

The BPSCPA parmtts the Unlted States Tmstees to wawe the debtor educahon requoamt  w~thln a ] V d l ~ l  dfdnct where approved 
debtw eduebm courses are no1 aoequate to sews oanmptcy filers. The Unotw States Trustee for R-oon 5 made thls 
detamlnatlon w~th -pea to the Eastern, Middle, and Western Dtstnds d Lwmana, and the Southem Dtstnd of M~svss~pp 

The U.S. Trustaa Program is tha mmponent of the Justice Department that pmmotes integrity and efficiency in tha nation's 
hsnkruptw system by enforcing bankruptcy lam, providing ovasight of private trustees, and maintaining operational exmllenca. 
The Rograrn hqr 21 regions and 95 field offices. The Program is rot responsible brove-ing bankrupq cases filed in Aabama 
or Nolth Camlina. 

FTES~ Contact: lane bmprncht 

E x m v a  Ci fb  lor U.S. Trustees 

(202) 305-7411 

[Endl 

Last Update: Novunber 15, 2005 6:11 PM 
U.S. Tntstae Pmgnm/Department of Justice 
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Region: 01 

7 

Region: 01 

8 

Region: 01 
6 

Region: 01 

2 

USTP FY 2005 Criminal Referrals by Office and Allegation 
[NOTE: Each referral may identify one or multiple allegations.] 

City: Boston District@): Massachusetts 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
5 Perjury/ False Statement 

4 False Oaths/False Statements [ I 8  USC 152 (2) 6 (311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

4 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ 18 USC 1571 

1 ID TheftjUse of Fabe/ Multlple SSNs 

1 Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201. et seq.] 

2 Credit Card Fraud/ Bust-Outs 

2 Other 

City: Worcester District(s): Massachusetts 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
2 Pejury/ False Statement 

1 False Oaths/False Statements [ I 8  USC 152 (2) 6 (311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

1 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multrple SSNs 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC 152 (8) 6 (9j] 

4 Forged Documents 

2 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

1 Credit Card Fraud/ Bust-Outs 

2 Corporate Fraud 

2 Corporate Bust-Outs/ Bleed-Outs 

I Bribcry(l.9 USC 152 (6)J 

City: Manchester District@): New Hampshire 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

1 Pejury/ False Statement 

1 False Oaths/FabeStatements [ I 8  USC 152 (2) 6 (311 

2 Concealment of Assets 

3 Bankruptcy Fraudscheme [I8 USC 1571 

1 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multlple SSNs 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents [ I 8  USC 152 (8) 6 (911 

1 Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201. et seq.] 

2 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

City: Providence District(s): Rhode Island 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
1 Perjury/ False Statement 

1 FalseOaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (2) 6 (3)] 

1 Concealment of Assets 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I  8 USC 1571 

2 Other 



Region: 02 

2 

Region: 02 
6 

Region: 02 
6 

Region: 02 
2 

Region: 02 
5 

DiStri~t(S): Northern New York; Southern New York; Vermont Clty: Albany 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

2 Perjury/ Falre Statement 

1 False Oaths/False Statements [ I8  USC 152 (2) 6 (311 

2 Concealment of Assets 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents 118 USC 152 (8) 6 (911 

City: Rochester Distrlct(s): Western New York 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

2 Perjury/ False Statement 

2 False Oaths/FalseStatements (18 USC 152 (2) 6 (3)] 

2 Concealment olAssets 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

3 Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201. et seq.] 

1 Other 

City: New Haven District(s): Connecticut 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

6 Perjury/ False Statement 

5 False Oaths/FalseStatements 118 USC 152 (2) 6 (311 

6 Concealment of Assets 

3 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents [ I 8  USC 152 (8) & (911 

1 Mortgage/Real Enate Fraud 

1 Embezzlement (18 USC 1531 

City: Utica District(s): Northern New York 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

2 Perjury/ False Statement 

2 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (2) & (3)) 

2 Concealment of Assets 

1 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (1 8 USC 157) 

1 ID Theft/Ure of False/ Multiple SSNr 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC 152 (8) & (911 

1 Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201. et seq.] 

1 Credit Card Fraud/ Bust-Outs 

1 False Claim ( I 8  USC 152(4)) 

City: Brooklyn District(s): Eastern New York 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

3 Pejury/ False Statement 

1 False Oaths/FalseStatements (18 USC 152 (2) & (3)) 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

3 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents 118 USC 152 (8) 6 (9)) 

4 Serlal Fller 



Distrlct(s): New Jersey Reglon: 03 City: Newark 

14 Number of Referrals 

Allegatlons 
2 Concealment of Assets 

7 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

2 Tax Fraud 126 USC 7201. et seql 

2 Credit Card Fraud/ Bust-Outs 

1 Corporate Fraud 

1 Corporate BustQuts/ Bleed-Outs 

1 Professional Fraud 

1 FeeAgreement/Cases Under Title I 1  (18 USC 1551 

1 Other 

Region: 03 City: Philadelphia District(s): Eastern Pennsylvania 
18 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
3 False Oaths/Faise Statements (18 USC 152 12) & 13)l 

7 Concealment of Assets 

6 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme ( I8  USC 1571 

8 ID Theft/Use of False/ MultipleSSNs 

3 Forged Documenh 

4 Serial Fller 

1 Embezzlement 118 USC 1531 

3 Other 

Region: 03 City: Harrisburg District(s): Middle Pennsylvania 
I Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
1 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

Region: 03 City: Pittsburgh District(s): Western Pennsylvania 
10 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
5 Pegu'y/ False Statement 

5 False Oaths/False Statements 118 USC 152 (2) & (311 

2 Concealment OF Assets 

9 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

3 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201. et seq.1 

1 Forged Documenh 

4 Serial Filer 

3 Embezzlement (18 USC 1531 

2 Other 

Region: 03 City: Wilmington District(s): Delaware 
I 1  Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
6 Pegury/ False Statement 

3 Concealment of Assets 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

1 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

2 Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201, etseql 

2 Forged Documenh 

1 Embezzlement (18 USC 1531 

1 Investor Fraud 

2 Professional Fraud 

2 Other 



Region: 04 
5 

Region: 04 
4 

Region: 04 
10 

Region: 04 
7 

District(s): District of Columbia; Eastern Virginia City: Alexandria 

Number of Referrals 

~llegations 

3 PerJury/ False Statement 

2 False Oaths/FalseStatemenb [ I8  USC 152 (2) 6 (311 

1 Concealment of Assets 

1 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme 118 USC 1571 

1 Forged Documenll 

1 Serial Filer 

1 Profenional Fraud 

1 Other 

District@): Eastern Virginia City: Nortolk 

Number of Referrais 

Allegations 

2 Perjury/ False Statement 

3 False Oaths/FalseStatements [ I8  USC 152 (2) 6 (3)) 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I 8  USC 1571 

1 Concealment/ DestNction/ Withholding of Documents 118 USC 152 (8) 6 (911 

1 Serlal Filer 

1 Other 

City: Baltimore District(s): Maryland 

Number of Referrais 

Allegations 
5 PerJury/ False Statement 

8 False Oaths/FabeStatements 118 USC 152 12) 6 1311 

4 Concealment of Assets 

6 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I 8  USC 1571 

1   ax Fraud [26 USC 7201. et seq] 

3 Forged Documents 

1 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

2 Serial Filer 

1 Professional Fraud 

1 Other 

District(s): South Carolina City: Columbia 

Number of Referrais 

Allegations 
4 Pe jury/ False Statement 

3 False OathsjFalse Statements 118 USC 152 12) & 1311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

5 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I 8  USC 1571 

1 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

2 Concealment/ DesrNction/ Wifhholdlng of Documents [ I 8  USC 152 (8) 6 I911 

1 Tax Fraud 126 USC 720 1. et seq I 
2 Forged Documents 

1 Serial Fller 

1 Corporate Fraud 

1 SarbanesOxley [ I8  USC 15 191 

1 Corporate Bust-Outs / Bleed-Outs 

2 Other 



Reglon: 04 City: Roanoke 

1 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

1 [No allegation specilied] 

District(s): Western Virginia 

District(s): Northern West Virginia; Southern West Virginia Region: 04 City: Charleston 

2 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

1 Pejury/ False Statement 

1 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (2) & (3)) 

2 Concealment of Assets 

1 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

1 Concealment / Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC 152 (8) & (91j 

Region: 04 City: Greenbelt District(s): Maryland 

8 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

6 Pejury/ False Statement 

5 False Oarhs/FalseStatements 118 USC 152 (2) & (3)) 

4 Concealment of Assets 

6 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

2 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Forged Documents 

1 Serial Filer 

1 Post-Petition Recelpt of Propevfy18 USC 152 (5)) 

5 Other 

Region: 04 City: Richmond District(s): Eastern Virglnia 

5 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

4 Perjury/ False Statement 

5 False Oaths/False Statements [ I 8  USC 152 (2) & (311 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 157) 

1 ID Theff/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

4 Forged Documents 

1 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

3 False Claim [ I 8  USC 152[4)) 

1 Investor Fraud 

Region: 05 City: New Orleans District(s): Eastern Louisiana; Middle Louisiana 

8 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

5 Perjury/ False Statement 

6 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (21 & (311 

6 Concealment of Assets 

5 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 157) 

2 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 U5C 152 (8) & (911 

1 Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201. et seq.] 

1 Forged Documents 

1 False Claim ( I8  USC 152(4)) 

3 Other 



District(s): Western Louisiana Region: 05 City: Shreveport 

3 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

1 Perjury/ False Statement 

2 False Oaths/FalseStatements (18 USC 152 (2) & (311 

2 Concealment of Assets 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

1 ID ThefVUse of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Credit Card Fraud/ Bust-Outs 

1 Po<-Pet~tion Receipt of Property ( I8  USC 152 (511 

Region: 05 City: Jackson District@): Northern Mississippi; Southern Mississippi 
6 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
3 Petjury/ False Statement 

4 False Oaths/False Statements 118 USC 152 (2) & (311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

2 ID Thewuse of False/ Multlple SSNs 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents [ I 8  USC 152 (8) & (911 

1 Embezzlement [18 USC 1531 

1 Post-Petition Receipt of Property ( I8  USC 152 (511 

2 Other 

Region: 06 City: Dallas District(s): Northern Texas 

9 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

5 Perjury/ False Statement 

4 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (21 & (311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

7 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I 8  USC 1571 

3 ID TheftlUse of False/ Multiple SSNs 

2 Concealment / Destrucfion/ Withholding of Documents 118 USC 152 (8) d (9)) 

1 Tax Fraud 126 USC 7201, et seq] 

2 Forged Documents 

1 MortgagejReal Estate Fraud 

2 Serial Filer 

1 Credit Card Fraud/ BustC)uts 

1 Disregard of Bankruptcy Law/Rule by Bankruptcy Petition Preparer 118 USC 1561 

2 Other 



District(s): Eastern Texas Region: 06 City: Tyler 
8 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
5 Pejury/ False Statement 

4 False Oaths/Fabe Statements (18 USC 152 (2) & (311 

6 Concealment of Assets 

5 Banbuptcy Fraudscheme ( I8  USC 1571 

2 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

5 Concealment / Demuction/ Withholdlng o f  Documents (I8 USC 152 (81 d (911 

1 Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201. et seq.] 

1 Forged Documents 

2 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

1 Serial Filer 

1 Credit Card Fraud/ Bust-Outs 

3 Post-Petition Receipt of Property (18 USC 152 (511 

1 Corporate Fraud 

1 lnvcstor Fraud 

1 Disregard of BankrUptcyLaw/Rule by Bankruptcy Petition Preparer (18 USC 1561 

3 Other 

Region: 07 City: Houston District@): Southern Texas 

6 Number of Referrals 

Atlegations 
2 Pegury/ FabeStatement 

3 False Oaths/False Statements ( l a  USC 152 (2) & (311 

2 Concealment of Assets 

4 Banbuptcy Fraudscheme (18 USC 1571 

1 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

2 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholdlng of Documents (18 USC 152 (8) d (911 

3 Forged Documents 

1 Embezzlement [ I8  USC 1531 

1 Falseclaim [ I 8  USC 152(4)] 

2 Post-Petition Receipt of Property 118 USC 152 (511 

1 Bribery[18USC 152 (611 

2 Other 

Region: 07 City: San Antonio Distrlct(s): Western Texas 

5 Number of Referrals 
Allegations 

3 Peuury/ False Statement 

4 False OarhyFalse Sratements ( I8  USC 152 (2) 6 (311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I 8  USC 1571 

1 ID Theft/Use o f  False/ Multiple SSNs 

2 Tax Fraud [26 USC 7201. et seql 

1 Serial Filer 

3 Embezzlement (18 USC 1531 

1 Sarbanesaxley (18 USC 15 19) 

3 Other 



Region: 07 
8 

Region: 07 

6 

Region: 08 
16 

Region: 08 
6 

City: Corpus Christi District(s): Southern Texas 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

1 Perjury/ False Statement 

1 Concealment of Assets 

1 ID Theit/Use of False/ Multlple SSNs 

5 Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201. et seq.1 

1 Other 

City: Austin District(s): Western Texas 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
4 Perjury/ False Statement 

1 False OathYFalSe Statements [ I 8  USC 152 12) 6 (311 

2 Concealment of Assets 

1 10 Theft/Use of False/ Muitlple SSNs 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents 118 USC 152 (8) & (911 

1 Forged Documents 

1 Serial Filer 

2 Investor Fraud 

1 Other 

District(s): Western Tennessee City: Memphis 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

6 Pejury/ FalseStatement 

11 False Oaths/FalseStatements [ I 8  USC 152 (2) & (311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I 8  USC 1571 

7 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

2 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC 152 (81 & (911 

1  ax Fraud (26 USC 720 1, et seql 

2 Forged Documents 

1 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

I False Clalm (18 USC 152(4)1 

4 Other 

City: Louisville Distrlct(s): Western Kentucky 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

1 Perpry/ False Statement 

3 False Oaths/FalseStatements (18 USC 152 (2) & (311 

2 Concealment of Assets 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme 118 USC 157) 

1 Forged Documents 

1 Serial Filer 

1 SarbanesClxley ( I 8  USC 15191 

3 Other 



Region: 08 
5 

Region: 08 
5 

Region: 08 
2 

Region: 09 
16 

City: Chattanooga District@): Eastern Tennessee 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
2 Pequry/ False Statement 

3 Falre Oaths/False Statements ( I8  USC 152 (2) & 1311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

1 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

2 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple 55NS 

1 Other 

City: Nashville District(s): Middle Tennessee 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
2 Pe,lury/ False Statement 

1 False Oaths/Fabe Statement3 (18 USC 152 (2) & (311 

2 Concealment o f  Assets 

1 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme ( I8  USC 1571 

2 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of  Documenls (I8 USC 152 (81 & (911 

1 Embezzlement ( I  8 USC 1531 

1 Investor Fraud 

1 Professional Fraud 

3 Other 

City: Lexington District(s): Eastern Kentucky 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

1 Pe,lury/ False Statement 

2 False Oaths/False Statement3 (18 USC 152 (21 6 1311 

2 Concealment of Assets 

1 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I 8  USC 1571 

1 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNS 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Document5 (18 USC 152 (81 & (911 

1 Forged Documents 

1 Health Care Fraud 

1 Other 

District(s): Northern Ohio City: Cleveland 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

6 Pejury/ False Statement 

4 False Oaths/False Statements 118 USC 152 (2) & 1311 

5 Concealment of Assets 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I  8 USC 157) 

3 Tax Fraud 126 USC 7201, et seq.] 

1 Embe22lement (18 USC 1531 

3 Credlt Card Fraud/ Bust-Outs 

1 Post-Petition Receipt o l  Property [ I  8 USC 152 (511 

1 Sarbanesoxley (18 USC 15 I91 

1 Corporate Bust-Outs/ 8leed-Outs 

1 Health Care Fraud 

4 Other 



Region: 09 
8 

Region: 09 
3 

Region: 09 
8 

Region: 09 
3 

District(s): Southern Ohio City: Columbus 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
6 Perjury/ False Statement 

6 False Oaths/False Statements [ I 8  USC 152 (2) & (311 

4 Concealment of Assets 

8 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ 18 USC 1571 

1 ID Theft/Use of Fake/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Concealment/ Destwction/ Withholding of Documents ( I8  USC 152 (8) & 1911 

2 Forged Documentr 

2 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

1 Serlal Fller 

1 Embezzlement (18 USC 1531 

I False Claim (18 USC 1521411 

1 Profess~onal Fraud 

1 Disregard of Bankruptcy Law/Rule by Bankruptcy Petition Preparer 118 USC 156) 

1 Fee Agreement/Cases Under Title 1 1 (18 USC 1551 

5 Other 

City: Detroit District(s): Eastern Michigan 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
2 Pejury/ False Statemenr 

2 FalseOaths/FalseStatements [ I 8  USC 152 (2) & (311 

1 Concealment of Asset5 

1 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multlple SSNs 

1 Concealment/ Destwctlon/ Withholding of Documents 118 USC 152 (8) & (911 

2 Forged Documents 

1 Other 

City: Grand Rapids District@): Western Michigan 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
8 Pe jury/ False Statement 

8 False Oaths/FalseStatements [ I 8  USC 152 12) & (3)) 

6 Concealment of Assets 

7 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I  8 USC 1571 

1 ID Theit/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Credlt Card Fraud/ BustDuts 

1 Other 

City: Cincinnati District(s): Southern Ohio 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

3 Perjury/ False Statement 

2 False Oaths/False Statements [ I 8  USC 152 (2) & (311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

1 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I 8  USC 1571 

1 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 



Region: 10 
6 

Region: 10 
20 

Region: 10 
5 

Region: 11 
18 

Distrlct(s): Southern lndlana City: Indianapolis 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

5 Pegury/ False Statement 

5 False OathYFalse Statements 118 USC 152 (21 & (3jl 

4 Concealment of Assets 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I  8 USC 1571 

1 ID ThefVUse of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Tax Fraud [26 USC 7201. etseq.] 

2 Serial Filer 

1 Credit Card Fraud/ BuR~Outs 

1 Posf-Petition Receipt of Property [ I 8  USC 152 (511 

City: Peoria District@): Central Illinois; Southern Illinois 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

14 Perjury/ False Statement 

4 False Oaths/FaheStatements 118 USC 152 (2) & 1311 

14 Concealment of Assets 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme 118 USC 1571 

2 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

2 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents ( I8  USC 152 181 & (9)) 

1 Tax Fraud 126 USC 7201, et seq I 
2 MoKgage/Real ERate Fraud 

1 Credlt Card Fraud/ Bust-Outs 

1 Corporate Bust-Outs/ Blee&Outs 

1 Other 

City: South Bend Dlstrict(s): Northern Indiana 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
3 Concealment of Assets 

1 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme 118 USC 1571 

1 ID ThefVUse of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201, et req] 

2 Other 

City: Chicago District(s): Northern Illinois 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

9 Peflury/ False Statement 

14 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (21 6 (311 

15 Concealment of Assets 

10 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I  8 USC 1571 

3 ID Theft/Ure of False/ Multiple SSNs 

3 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents 118 USC 152 (8) & 19)) 

8 Tax Fraud [Zb USC 7201, et Seq.1 

6 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

3 Embezzlement 118 USC 1531 

1 Credit Card Fraud/ BuR-Out, 

1 PopPetition Receipt of Property [ I 8  USC 152 (511 

4 Corporate Fraud 

3 Sarbanes-Oxley [ I  8 USC 15 191 

6 Other 



Region: 11 
4 

Region: 11 
7 

Region: 12 
4 

Region: 12 
4 

Region: 12 
3 

District@): Eastern Wisconsin City: Milwaukee 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

3 Perjury/ False Statement 

2 False Oaths/FalseStatements 118 USC 152 (2) S (311 

2 Concealment of Assets 

4 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme 118 USC 157) 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC 152 (8) b (9)l 

1 Forged Documents 

1 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

1 False Claim [ I 8  USC 15214)l 

1 Post-Petition Receipt OF Property [ I  8 USC 152 1511 

3 Other 

City: Madison District(s): Northern Illinois; Western Wisconsin 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

5 Pequry/ False Statement 

5 FaiseOaths/False Statements ( I 8  USC 152 (2) S (3)) 

6 Concealment of Assets 

1 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme ( I 8  USC 1571 

1 ID Thewuse o f  False/ Multlple SSNS 

1 Tax Fraud 126 USC 7201. etseq I 
1 Credlt Card Fraud/ Bust-OuE 

1 Investor Fraud 

2 Other 

City: Minneapolis District(s): Minnesota 

Number of Referrals 
Allegations 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I 8  USC 1571 

3 Credit Card Fraud/ Bust-Outs 

City: Cedar Rapids District@): Northern Iowa 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

4 Perjury/ False Statement 

3 FalseOaths/FalseStatements (18 USC I52 (2) S (311 

4 Concealment ofAssetS 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I  8 USC 157) 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents [ I 8  USC 152 18) S (9)] 

1 Tax Fraud 126 USC 7201, et seq.] 

City: Des Moines District@): Southern Iowa 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

1 Perjury/ False Statement 

2 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (2) S (3)) 

2 Concealment ofAssets 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme 118 USC 157) 

2 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC 152 (8) S (911 

1 Forged Documents 

1 False Claim (18 USC 152(4)] 

1 Professional Fraud 

1 Other 



Region: 12 
I 

Region: 13 
6 

Region: 13 
I 0  

Region: 13 
8 

Region: 13 
8 

District(s): North Dakota; South Dakota City: Sioux Falls 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

1 Perjury/ False Statement 

1 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (2) 6 (3)) 

1 Concealment of Assets 

City: Kansas City District@): Western Missouri 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

1 Perjury/ False Statement 

2 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC IS2 (2) 6 (31) 

2 Concealment of Assets 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

4 Other 

City: Little Rock District(s): Eastern Arkansas; Western Arkansas 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

1 Pe jury/ False Statement 

4 False Oaths/FalseStatements (18 USC 152 (2) 6 (311 

6 Concealment of Assets 

1 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC 152 (81 6 1911 

2 Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201, et seq.] 

1 Corporate Fraud 

2 Other 

City: St. Louis District@): Eastern Missouri 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

7 Pejury/ False Statement 

4 False Oaths/FalseStatements (18 USC 152 (2) 6 (311 

5 Concealment of Assets 

1 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

2 Concealment/ Desf~ct ion/ Withholding of Documents [IB USC 152 18) 6 (711 

1 Corporate Fraud 

1 Investor Fraud 

City: Omaha Dlstrict(s): Nebraska 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

4 Perjury/ False Statement 

4 False Oaths/FalseStatements (18 USC 152 (2) 6 (311 

5 Concealment of Assets 

2 8ankruptcy Fraud Scheme ( I8  USC 1571 

4 Concealment/ Destruction/ Wlthholdlng OfDocuments 118 USC 152 (8) 6 1911 

2 Falre Claim ( I8  USC IS2(4)] 

1 Post-Petwon Recelpt of Properry [ I  8 USC 152 (5)) 

4 Other 



District@): Arizona Region: 14 City: Phoenix 

s Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
5 Pe jury/ False Statement 

6 False Oaths/FalseStatements [ l a  USC I52 (2) 6 (311 

4 Concealment o f  Assets 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

3 Tax Fraud [26 USC 7201. et seq.] 

3 Forged Documents 

1 Credlt Card Fraud/ Bust-Outs 

1 False Claim (18 USC 152(4)] 

4 Other 

Region: 15 City: San Diego District(s): Southern Callfornia 
6 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
4 Perjury/ False Statement 

6 False Oaths/False Statements [ I 8  USC 152 (2) 6 (311 

4 Concealment of Assets 

4 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I 8  USC 1571 

2 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNS 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding o f  Documents [ l a  USC 152 (8) & (911 

1 Mongage/Real Estate Fraud 

1 Sprial Filer 

2 False Claim (18 USC 152(4)] 

1 Other 

Region: 16 City: Los Angeles Dlstrict(s): Central California 
65 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
46 rejury/  False Statement 

41 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC I52 (2) 6 (311 

27 Concealment o f  Assets 

37 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I 8  USC 157) 

17 ID Theft/Use o f  False/ Multiple SSNS 

4 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC 152 (8) 6 (911 

7 Forged Documents 

12 Mongage/Real Estate Fraud 

12 Serial Filer 

1 False Claim (18 USC 152(4)] 

1 Investor Fraud 

1 Professional Fraud 

13 Other 



Region: 16 
17 

Region: 16 
5 

Region: 16 
9 

Region: 17 
4 

District@): Central California City: Santa Ana 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
16 Perjury/ False Statement 

12 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (21 6 (311 

5 Concealment of Asset5 

5 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme 118 USC 1571 

2 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multlple SSNS 

1 Forged Documents 

2 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

4 Senal Frler 

1 Embezzlement [ I  8 USC 1531 

1 Professional Fraud 

2 Other 

City: Riverside Districtp): Central California 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

4 Perjury/ False Statement 

4 False Oaths/FalseStatements (18 USC 152 (2) 6 (3)] 

3 Concealment of Assets 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (1 8 USC 1571 

1 ID Thcft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201. er seq.] 

1 Embezzlement [ I 8  USC 1531 

1 Corporate Fraud 

2 Investor Fraud 

3 Other 

City: Woodland Hills District@): Central California 

Number of Referrals 
Allegations 

6 Perjury/ False Statement 

6 FalseOaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (21 6 13)) 

3 Concealment of Assets 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme ( I8  USC 1571 

5 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Wlthholding of Documenb (18 USC 152 (8) 6 (911 

5 Forged Documents 

2 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

1 Credit Card Fraud/ Bust-Outs 

1 Corporate Bust-Outs/ Bleed-Outs 

1 other 

City: San Francisco Distrlctp): Northern California 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
2 False Oaths/FalseStatements 118 USC 152 (21 6 (3)] 

4 Concealment of Assets 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme 11 8 USC 1571 

2 Concealmenr/Destruct~on/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC 152 (B) 6 (9)) 

1 Post-Petition Receipt of Property (18 USC 152 (511 



Region: 17 
6 

Region: 17 
3 

Region: 17 
I 1  

Region: 17 
4 

District@): Northern California City: Oakland 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

5 Pejury/ False Statement 

4 FalseOaths/False Statements [IB USC 152 (21 & 1311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

4 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I  B USC 157) 

1 ID ThefVUse of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents [IB USC 152 (81 & 1911 

1 Serial Filer 

3 Other 

City: San Jose District(s): Northern California 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

2 Perjury/ False Statement 

1 False Oaths/False Statements [IB USC 152 (2) & (311 

2 Concealment of Assets 

1 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [IB USC 1571 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ W,rhholding of Documents [ I8 USC 152 (81 & 

1 Other 

City: Fresno District(s): Eastern California 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

7 Perjury/ False Statement 

7 False Oaths/Fabe Statements [ I  8 USC 152 (2) & (311 

4 Concealment of Assets 

7 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [IB USC 1571 

1 ~~~heF t /Use  of Fabe/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents 118 USC 152 (8) & 1911 

1 Tax Fraud [26 USC 7201, etseq.1 

5 Forged Documents 

1 Morrgage/Real Estate Fraud 

3 Serial Filer 

1 False Clalm [I8 USC 152(4)1 

2 Corporate Fraud 

3 SarbanesOxley [I8 USC 15 191 

1 Professional Fraud 

2 Other 

Clty: Sacramento District(s): Eastern California 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

3 Perjury/ False Statement 

3 False Oaths/False Statements [ I8 USC 152 (2) & 1311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

1 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme 118 USC 1571 

1 1D ThefVUse of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

1 Serial Filer 

1 Other 



Region: 17 
7 

Region: 17 
4 

Region: 18 
4 

Region: 18 
8 

District(s): Nevada City: Las Vegas 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

5 Pe jury/ False Statement 

4 False Oaths/False Statements (I8 USC 152 (21 b (311 

5 Concealment of Assets 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I  8 USC 157) 

6 Concealment/ Destruction/ Wlthholdlng of Documents [I8 USC 152 (81 & 1911 

2 Post-Petition Receipt of Properly [ I  8 USC 152 1511 

1 Corporate Bun-Outs/ Bleed-Outs 

1 Other 

City: Reno District(s): Nevada 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

4 Pejury/ False Statement 

2 False Oaths/FalseStatements (18 USC 152 (2) & (311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

1 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I  8 USC 1571 

1 ID ThefVUse of False/ Multlple SSNs 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Wlthholdlng of Documents [ I8 USC 152 18) 6 (9)) 

2 Forged Documents 

1 Post-Petition R-eipt of Properly [ I  8 USC 152 (5)) 

City: Seattle District(s): Western Washington 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
4 Perjury/ False Statement 

3 False Oaths/FalseStatements[18 USC 152 (2) & (311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

1 ID ThefVUse of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents [ I8 USC 152 (8) b (9)j 

1 Forged Documents 

I Mortgage/Real Enate Fraud 

1 Serial Filer 

1 Post-Petition Receipt of Property (18 USC 152 15)) 

1 Corporate Bun-Outs/ Bleed-Outs 

2 Other 

City: Boise District(s): Idaho; Oregon 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

8 Pequry/ False Statement 

8 False Oaths/FalseStatements (18 USC 152 12) b (311 

8 Concealment of Assets 

8 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [18 USC 1571 

1 ID Theftluse of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC 152 (81 b (911 

1 Tax Fraud 126 USC 7201. et seq.1 

2 Forged Documents 

1 Credit Card Fraud/ BustOuts 

1 Corporate Fraud 

3 Other 



Region: 18 
16 

Region: 18 
2 

Region: 18 
7 

Region: 18 
1 

Region: 19 

2 

District(s): Montana City: Great Falls 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

15 Perjury/ False Statement 

15 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (21 & (311 

14 Concealment of Assets 

15 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC 152 (8) & (911 

I Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201, et seql 

1 Other 

City: Portland District(s): Oregon 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

2 Perjury/ False Statement 

2 False Oaths/FalseStarements [ I 8  USC I52 (2) & (311 

1 Concealment of Assets 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC 152 (8) 6 (911 

1 Sarbanes-Oxley (18 USC 15191 

1 Other 

City: Eugene District(s): Oregon 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

7 Perjury/ False Statement 

7 FalseOaths/FalseStatements[18 USC 152 (2) & (311 

7 Concealment of Assets 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme 118 USC 1571 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC 152 (8) 6 ( I ) ]  

City: Spokane District(s): Eastern Washington 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
1 False Oaths/FalseStatements (18 USC 152 (2) & (311 

1 Forged Documents 

1 Other 

District(s): Colorado City: Denver 

Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

1 Perjury/ False Statement 

1 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (2) & (3)) 

1 Banbuptcy Fraud Scheme [18 USC 1571 

1 Serial Filer 

2 Other 



Region: 19 City: Salt Lake City District(s): Utah 

14 Number of Referrals 

Allegatlons 
11 Pejury/ FaiseStatement 

4 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (2) & (3)) 

3 Concealment of Assets 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I 8  USC 1571 

8 ID Theil/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Forged Documents 

1 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

1 Serial Filer 

1 Credlt Card Fraud/ BustC)uts 

6 Sarbanesaxley ( I8  USC 1519) 

7 Other 

Region: 20 City: Wichlta District(s): Kansas 

14 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
10 Pejury/ False Statement 

11 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (2) & (311 

4 Concealment of Assets 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme 118 USC 157) 

6 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

2 Concealment / Desfructlon/ Withholding of Documents [ I8  USC 152 (8) & (9 ) )  

1 Forged Documents 

1 Serial Filer 

4 Credit Card Fraud/ BustOuts 

1 Corporate Bust-Outs/ Bieed~Outs 

6 Ofher 

Region: 20 City: Albuquerque District@): New Mexico 

6 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

3 Perjury/ False Statement 

3 False OathyFalre Statements [ I8  USC 152 (2) & (311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

2 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

2 Tax Fraud [26 USC 720 1. et seq] 

1 Other 

Region: 20 City: Tulsa District(s): Eastern Oklahoma; Northern Oklahoma 

5 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
4 Perjury/ False Statement 

4 False Oaths/FalseStatements 118 USC 152 (2) & (311 

4 Concealment of Assets 

3 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents 118 USC 152 (8) & (9)) 

2 Embezzlement 11 8 USC 153) 

1 Post-Petition Receipt of Property [ i 8  USC 152 (5)) 



Region: 20 City: Oklahoma City District(s): Western Oklahoma 
6 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
4 Perjury/ False Statement 

5 False Oaths/FalseStatemmts (18 USC 152 (21 & (311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 157) 

1 ID ThefVUse of False/ Multiple SSNs 

2 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents [ I8  USC 152 (81 6 (911 

1 Tax Fraud 126 USC 7201. et seql 

1 Forged Documents 

4 Other 

Region: 21 City: Atlanta District(s): Northern Georgia 
34 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
12 Perjury/ False Statement 

13 False Oaths/False Statements (18 USC 152 (2) 6 (3)) 

8 Concealment of Assets 

11 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

17 ID Theh/Ure of False/ Multiple SSNS 

4 Concealment / Destruction/ Withholding of Documents 118 USC 152 (8) & (9)) 

1 Forged Document! 

3 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

3 Serial Filer 

1 Embezzlement (18 USC 1531 

1 Credit Card Fraud/ BustOuts 

4 False Claim [ I 8  USC 152(4)] 

9 Other 

Region: 21 City: Tampa District(s): Middle Florida 
10 Number of Referrals 

Allegatlons 
7 Perpry/ False Statement 

6 False Oaths/False Statements ( lB USC 152 121 6 13)) 

5 Concealment of Assets 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

4 ID Theh/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201. et seqj 

1 Forged Documents 

1 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

1 False Clam (18 USC 152(4)] 

1 Other 



District(s): Southern Florida Region: 21 City: Miami 

54 Number of Referrals 
Allegations 

14 Perjury/ False Statement 

12 False OathqFalSe Statemem (I8 USC 152 (21 & (311 

14 Concealment of Assets 

14 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme [ I 8  USC 1571 

4 ID Theft/Use of Fabe/ MultipleSSNs 

10 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC I52 (81 b 1911 

36   ax Fraud (26 USC 720 1. et seq] 

2 Forged Documents 

2 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

5 Embezzlement 11 8 USC 1531 

3 Credit Card Fraud/ BustOuts 

3 FalseClalm (18 USC 152(411 

4 Post-Petition Receipt of Property [ I 8  USC 152 1511 

3 Corporate Fraud 

3 Corporate 8ust-Outs/ Bleed-Outs 

2 Investor Fraud 

2 Professional Fraud 

7 Other 

District(s): Southern Georgia Region: 21 City: Savannah 
6 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 

3 Perjury/ False Statement 

2 False Oaths/False Statements 118 USC 152 (21 b (311 

3 Concealment of Assets 

5 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme ( I8  USC 1571 

2 ID Thewuse of Fabe/ Multiple SSNs 

1 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

1 Credit Card Fraud/ BustOuts 

1 False Clam [ I 8  USC 152(4)] 

1 Other 

Region: 21 City: San Juan District(s): Puerto Rico 
19 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
17 Peijury/ False Statement 

15 False Oaths/FalseStatemenlr (18 USC 152 (2) b (311 

16 concealment of Assets 

16 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme 118 USC 1571 

1 ID Theft/Use of False/ Multiple SSNs 

I I Concealment/ Destruction/ Wlthholdlng of Documents (18 USC 152 (8) b (911 

3 Tax Fraud 126 USC 720 I. et 5eq.l 

3 Forged Documents 

8 Mortgage/Real Estate Fraud 

8 Embezzlement (18 USC 1531 

1 Credit Card Fraud/ Bust-Outs 

1 False Claim (18 USC 152(4)] 

4 Po*-Petition Rereipt of P m p e q  118 USC 152 (5)) 

1 Corporate Fraud 

1 SarbanesOxley [I 8 USC 15 191 

4 Corporate Bust-Outs/ Bleed-Outs 

2 lnvestor Fraud 

1 Professional Fraud 

2 Other 



District(s): Middle Georgia Reglon: 21 Clty: Macon 
2 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
2 Pegury/ False Statement 

2 False Oaths/False Statements ( I8  USC 152 (21 6 (311 

2 Concealment of Assets 

2 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

1 Concealment/ Destruction/ Withholding of Documents (18 USC 152 (8) 6 (911 

1 Mongage/Real Estate Fraud 

1 False Claim [ I 8  USC 152(4)] 

1 Post-Petition Receipt of Property (18 USC 152 (511 

Region: 21 City: Tallahassee District(s): Northern Florida 

4 Number of Referrals 
Allegations 

4 Pe jury/ False Statement 

3 False Oaths/Faise Statements (18 USC 152 (2) 6 (311 

1 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme (18 USC 1571 

1 Tax Fraud (26 USC 720 I. et seq.] 

1 Other 

Region: 21 City: Orlando District(s): Middle Florida 

5 Number of Referrals 

Allegations 
2 Pegury/ False Statement 

2 False Oaths/False Statements 118 USC 152 (2) b (311 

2 Concealment of AsSeb 

3 Bankruptcy Fraud Scheme ( I  8 USC 1571 

2 Tax Fraud (26 USC 7201. et seq.] 

2 Forged Documents 

1 Serial Filer 

2 False Claim (18 USC 152(4)] 

2 Other 



EXHIBIT 6 





Prosecution 



'Note: Break-out totals 29 because one case had at least one guilty plea and one dismissal 



EXHIBIT 7 




